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PREFACE. 



Between 1878 and the present time at least eight treatises de- 
voted entirely to the Athenian Secretaries have been published. 
If we add articles in handbooks ,and dictionaries of classical an- 
tiquities in which statements of facts rather than proofs are fur- 
nished, the number must be doubled. The subject of this study 
is therefore an old, much-investigated one ; its point of view alone 
is new. 

There were few annual oflSces at Athens not filled by boards of 
ten. There were fewer still filled by individuals. The secretary- 
ships were such. Of the other single annual oflSces the names of 
the holders have with a few distinguished exceptions all been lost. 
It is, indeed, altogether owing to the fact that, in the case of the 
Secretaryships alone of their class, we know in large part the names 
and demes of their holders, that their study is of more than third- 
rate importance in Athenian Constitutional History. Knowing 
their demes we know their tribes, and as a result of the observa- 
tion that the tribe of the psephismata secretary for any given year 
was determined by its position in the oflScial order, something of 
value may have been derived from this study. Of this let the 
reader judge for himself. 

During the fifth and fourth centuries B. C. the archons establish 
the years of the secretaries : during the third and second the pse- 
phismata secretaries will, hereafter, be our guides in fixing the 
years of the archons. To the list oflfered by me the names only 
of those archons have been admitted whose positions have been 
located or aflfected by the secretaries, and of these I am conscious 
that many will later have to be changed. 

To Professor B. I. Wheeler of Cornell University for the sug- 
gestion on which this investigation was begun, and for his constant 
assistance and advice up to and through the reading and criticism 
of the manuscript and proof, I here acknowledge my very 



iv Preface, 

great indebtedness. Through his kindness and that of Dr. A. 
Wilhelm of the Austrian Institute at Athens, I have been enabled 
to obtain early or more accurate readings of several inscriptions. 
I desire, too, to thank Professor G. P. Bristol of Cornell Univer- 
sity for his services in reading the proof, and also Mr. F. O. Bates, 
Fellow of Cornell University, whose special knowledge of the 
Attic demes and tribes has been of much value to me. 

Ithaca, N. Y., April 9, 1898. 
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THE ATHENIAN SECRETARIES. 



§ I. The Tkn Tribes and their Official Order. 

Probably that which more than anything else determined the 
shape of the mechanism of Athenian government was the institu- 
tion of the ten tribes. Before Kleisthenes' time there had been four 
tribes only, FcAcovtc?, "OttAi/tc?, 'ApyaSci? and AtytKopcts, so called 
from the four sons of Ion. From the little we can learn of them, 
they seem to have been local and social in character, and there- 
fore different in kind from those with which we are familiar in 
later times. Kleisthenes in devising the ten tribes strove to make 
them unlike their predecessors, and probably succeeded. The 
Kleisthenean tribes were also different in kind from their sub- 
divisions, the trittyes and demes. The demes were new creations 
of Kleisthenes ; the trittyes had existed even before Solon's time. 
This difference consisted in the fact that the ten tribes did not 
have a place on the map of Attica, while the Ionic tribes, the 
trittyes and the demes did. The tribe had its agora, or meeting- 
place, but the men who assembled there might, and ordinarily did, 
come from several different sections of the country. A number of 
contiguous demes made a trittys, and a deme was a lot of land 
with the citizens who themselves, or whose ancestors, nominally 
or actually, dwelt on it. Each of the ten tribes had three 
trittyes, and each trittys a number of demes. Each tribe, trittys, 
and deme had its own constitution and oflScers. As the trittyes 
were by far the least important of these three divisions of the 
citizens of Athens, so were the ten tribes the most important ; 
for we find that with very few exceptions all the state offices were 
filled by boards of ten or multiples of ten. The frequency of 
ScKa and Kara <^vAa5 in Aristotle's Constitution of Athens is ex- 
tremely significant. The political institutions were certainly 
based upon the decimal system ; the religious institutions are in- 
separable from the political, and the military have the ten 
generals, the ten taxiarchs, the ten phylarchs, the ten divisions 
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of the citizen army etc. , to show the plan upon which they were 
built. 

Outside Attica also, the influence of the ten tribes was felt. 
If a colony was planted, each tribe had its representative on the 
board of land agents. If a Kleruchy was sent out, it preserved the 
tribal organization of the motherland : it was Athens in miniature. 
If new territory was acquired, an enclosure was reserved for the 
eponymoi of the tribes. If Athenians held oflSces in dependent 
states, the tribe was considered in their election just as in the 
case of offices at Athens. In fact, wherever Athenian influence 
prevailed, the form of government there in vogue owed its pro- 
portions to the tribal institutions of Athens. 

Not only were the duties which the S^/aos could not personally 
perform ordinarily entrusted to boards of ten, but these boards of 
ten were made up of individuals chosen by lot, one from each of 
the ten tribes. The tribe determined the group of citizens eligible 
for a certain office ; the lot decided which of the group should 
hold it. Both served purely and simply as convenient and 
equitable means of distributing state honours and burdens. 
Neither is essentially democratic ; but as applied at Athens both 
were. The tribes became democratic institutions, when, by 
Kleisthenes' reforms, approximately all citizens were admitted 
to them. The lot became most democratic, when any citizen of 
Athens might be selected by it to hold any office. 

It is obvious that for the distribution of offices filled by individ- 
uals not by boards — such as the secretaryships — an order of pre- 
cedence among the tribes was desirable ; for so best was an equi- 
table distribution possible. If the explanation, offered by H. 
Sidgwick (Class. Rev. 1894 P- 333 ff-) for the periodic anarchy 
which followed the legislation of Solon, be correct, and it is 
highly plausible, it follows immediately that there was such an 
order among the four Ionic tribes. What this might have been 
we can only conjecture. It may be found in the following 
passage from Eur. Ion, 1579-81. 

FcXcwv itkv hrrax Trptaro^ ' cTra Scvrcpos . . • 
"OttAt/tcs 'ApyaS^s r ifirjs r d^*aiyi8os 
Ev <l>vXov clover Aiyucofsrj^, 
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Accordingly the official order of the four Ionic phylai may 
have been (i) VtKiovrvi^ (2) 'OttAi^tcs, (3) 'ApyaScts, (4) AtyiKopcis. 

However that may be, there can be no question whatsoever as to 
the existence of an official order of the ten tribes. As given in 
many inscriptional documents it is as follows : (i) Erechtheis, 
(2) Aigeis, (3) Pandionis, (4) lycontis, (5) Akamantis, (6) Oineis, 
(7) Kekropis, (8) Hippothontis, (9) Aiantis, (10) Antiochis. As 
a means of classifying the names of the citizens, this order was 
the nearest approach the Athenians made to our use of the letters 
of the alphabet. That it was more than a mere convenience in 
cataloguing has yet to be shown. 

The names of the tribes are said by Aristotle to have been 
selected for them by the Pythian God from among the one hun- 
dred Archegetai. If it were not true that the ten tribes were the 
arbitrary creations of Kleisthenes, this might be understood to 
mean that the Athenians themselves did not know anything 
about the origin of the names. As it is, it is probably the correct 
explanation. Who the hundred Archegetai were, and what rela- 
tion they bore, if any, to the hundred demes and the forty -two 
€7ra)vv/Aoi Toiv iJAiKiaii/, are questions still awaiting solution. 

The origin of the official order is quite as uncertain. A. 
Mommsen (Phil. N. F., 1888, p. 449 ff.) tries to show that it 
sprang from the old Calendar of Festivals. According to his 
view, each of the ten eponymoi was worshipped in a certain season 
of the year, and each tribe managed the affairs of the state, 
through its representatives in the senate, during the period in 
which the festival of its eponymos was held. The guarantee for 
the observance of the official order was the sanctity of the Calen- 
dar of Festivals. When people became less observant of the wor- 
ship of the heroes, the official order was thrust aside. The 
strongest objection to this view is that it is contrary to the tend- 
ency observable in the historic period. Although it is certain that 
the official order was never in any known period followed by the 
tribes in the prytany, yet, in other matters of a civil nature, the 
tendency is altogether in the direction of its broader use. Momm- 
sen *s view is based upon the assumption that the official order 
was followed in disposing the tribes in the prytany in the earliest 
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times. This is very unlikely. It must be admitted, however, 
that the employment of the lot in the election of civil ofl&cials is 
doubtful between 510 B.C. and 487 B.C. Aristotle tells us that 
in the latter year it was first used for the election of the archons. 
Previously, he says, they were elected by the people. Even if 
the ofl&cial order did originate in the way conceived by Mommsen, 
it was not for long, if at all, perpetuated in that way. To me the 
origin of the ofl&cial order seems incapable of settlement ; but the 
institutions which demanded it, and preserved it, after it was once 
fixed, may, I think, be legitimately made a subject of enquiry. 

The earliest reference to a fixed order of the tribes is found in 
connection with the military organization of the state. In the 
account given by Herodotus of the deliberations that took place 
immediately before the battle of Marathon, we are told that the 
ten generals — one from each tribe at that time — held oflSce by 
turns, each for one day only, and that Miltiades waited till his 
lawful day came round before putting the troops in motion. It is 
not reasonable to suppose that an order of precedence was fixed 
by lot for each period of ten days throughout the year. In the 
arrangement of the prytanies in after times, to which the rotation 
of the generalship would present the closest analogy, we have 
reasons for believing that at least up to the thirtieth day of the 
prytany, the lot had not yet been cast to decide upon the next 
tribe to prytanize ; so that we have herein no precedent on 
which to base the assumption that they fixed by lot, at the be- 
ginning of each year, the order in which the tribes were to hold 
the generalship, in each ten-day period throughout the year. 
Further, it being clear from Herodotus that there was a fixed 
order of succession in the generalship, we should naturally expect 
it to be the ofl&cial order. 

It also appears to me entirely likely that the <^vA.at or ro^as were 
arranged in battle according to the oflficial order. At Marathon, 
Herodotus tells us, such was the case : lyycoftci/ov 8c tovtov i^e^cKovTo 
ok apiOfjiiovTo at ffivXaCy l^ofievai SiSXijXtav, The imperfect seems 
to show that they were arranged in a customary order, i. e,, 
the oflficial order. If the polemarch Kallimachos of Aphidna, 
who, Herodotus says, was in command of the whole army in 
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virtue of his ofl&ce, took his position with his own tribe 
Aiantis, /. e., had his tribe with him in the right wing, then 
Erechtheis, the first tribe, was placed on the left. In Plutarch, 
Aristid. V, we are told that I^eontis and Antiochis, commanded 
respectively by Themistokles and Aristides, fought side by side 
in the centre. This clashes with the account given by Herodotus, 
and does not seem to me to deserve credence ; for Plutarch, who 
lived in the first century after Christ and was a native of Boeotia, 
was acquainted only with the organization of mercenary troops, 
and could have had little knowledge of the citizen militia of 
Athens in the fifth century before Christ. The placing of Leontis 
and Antiochis side by side, would not jar with the order of things 
with which he was acquainted, and would add greatly to the 
dramatic effect of his narration. 

An Athenian army was but an aggregate of ten tribes of citizen 
soldiers. The ephebes were divided for mess into ten divisions 
according to their tribes. The ten divisions of the cavalry were 
called <^vAai. When an army was put in the field, men of a certain 
age, drafted from each of the ten tribes, made up the ten regi- 
ments of which it was composed. To determine what individuals 
were included within the age limits set, the forty-two cTrwwftot twv 
lyXt/ctoiv were used. The cTrcow/iot twv ^vKtav were used to determine 
the regiments to which these individuals belonged. We know, 
then, that in drafting troops for service, in assigning their places 
to each soldier, in distributing the ephebes at mess, the tribe was 
primarily considered. The ten regiments were the ten tribes. 
The ten commanders were the ten tribal officers, and held supreme 
command by turns in a well known order of succession. On one 
occasion there is at least some evidence that the regiments stood 
side by side in the official order of the tribes. This establishes a 
probability in favor of the view that the order of the tribes was 
the order of the regiments, and, as far as I am aware, there is 
nothing that militates against it. 

From time immemorial, we are told by Thucydides and Pausa- 
nias, there existed at Athens the custom of burying the citizens, 
who fell in battle, in the public burying ground of the Kerameikos. 
The dead of each tribe were buried separately, and pver the graves 
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stelai were erected bearing the name and deme of each (o-t^Xox 

Tot ovoftara /cat rov ^rjfiov c/caorov Xeyovo-at). Several of these stelai 

have come down to us, and on them the names are disposed 
according to the ofi&cial order of the tribes. It is, indeed, in these 
lists that we first meet with the ofl&cial order in the inscriptions. 
Those who fell at Marathon were buried according to their tribes 
(/cara <^vA.as), and stelai erected bearing their names ; while, even 
before that event, burial in the public burial ground existed. The 
important point to be noticed is, that it was only in the case of the 
warriors who died in battle that the names were inscribed in the 
ofi&cial order of the tribes. This strengthens the view as to the 
use of the ofi&cial order to aid in marshalling the citizen army. 

The military necessities would thus demand a fixed arrangement 
of the tribes, and the constant usage of the order, when fixed, 
would insure permanency to the organization : but why was the 
order such as it is ? Perhaps Kleisthenes had the Pythian God 
arrange the tribes, as he had him name them. Perhaps the acci- 
dental arrangement of the statues of the eponymoi in the market- 
place was adopted and so became fixed. The order was certainly 
so fixed for the burial lists of those who fell in battle, as early as 
460 B. C, and seems to have been spasmodically adopted in later 
periods as the order of succession or rotation in the holding of 
civil offices. 

§ 2. Thk Skcretaries of thk Senate and Peopi^e as 
determined by references in the literature. 

The relation of the secretaries at Athens to the tribes, the role 
played by the ofi&cial order in determining their distribution over 
the tribes, and the bearing of these considerations on the number, 
names, and duties of the secretaries, are the problems undertaken 
for solution in this study. 

First in importance among the secretaries will come those of 
the senate and people. Literary references determine their num- 
ber and functions, and guide us in our epigraphical investiga- 
tions. Aristotle is the chief source of information outside the in- 
scriptions, and he, in Ath. Pol. 54, 3-5, says ; 
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KAiypovcn 8c icai ypaiiiw/ria tov Kara irpvravuav KoXo-vfievoVj os twv 
ypafifjArtav t io'Ti KvpLos, /cat to, il/rf<l}L(riMiTa to. yiyvofxeva </>vXaTTCt, 
Kal ToXXa TTOLvra 6.VTiypa<fieraL^ /cat irapaKaOifraL ry fiovXy, irportpov pJkv 
ovv oJtos yv '^(eipoTovrjTO^, /cat tovs cvSof orarovs /cat TrtoTorarovs i^^etporo- 
vovv ' Kal yap Iv Tats (7TiyA.ats tt/dos Tats (rvp.pjoi'^iax'i /cat Trpo^evuiLS /cat 
TToXtTCtats ovTOs Sivay pd<l>€TaL ' vvv 8c yiyovt KXrjp(t}T6s. Kkypovcn 8c 
/cat CTTt Tovs vo/iovs €T€poVy OS wapaKaOrjTax ry fiovXy, kol aVTLypd<f>€Tai 
/cat OVTOS TravTas. ^(ctpoTOvct 8c Kat 6 8^/aos ypa/i/uuxTca tov avayvfaaofxevov 
avT<p /cat Tiy PovXrj, /cat ovtos ov8€vos co-Tt Kvpios aX)C rj rov dvayvtovat. 

This is the fountain head of almost all our literary information 
on the subject of the secretaries of the senate and people. Pol- 
lux, VIII, 98, has paraphrased the passage thus : 

Ilept TpafiiJuaT€(t}v. 

Fpa/i/uiaTCVs 6 KaTa irpvravf.iav ' KkrjptiiOtLS viro rrj^ povXrjs iirl T<p ypaifi- 
puara <f>v\dTT€LV kol tol il/rj<l>L(rfJuaTa ' /cat ercpos ctti tovs vo/aovs vtto t^s fiov- 
Xrj^ ^€LpoTOvovfJi€vo^. 6 Sc VTTO TOV ^ijfxov atpc^cts ypa/JLfJuaT€vs dvaytv<oo'/cct 
T<p T€ 8yfi<a Kal ry fiovXy. 

Uepl 'AvTtypac^cws. 

'AvTtypac^crs * irpoTtpov pkv atpcTOS? av^ts 8c KXyptaro^ yv ' /cat irdvra dvT- 
€ypd<l}€To TrapaKaOy/xevos ry fiovXy. 

Pollux is wrong in saying that the secretary of the laws was 
elected by show of hands. He also makes duties for two offi- 
cials, the ypafifxarevs Kara irpvrav^iav and the dvTtypac^cvs, OUt of those 
given by Aristotle to the former alone. 

The following is Harpokration's version of it (Dem. xviii, 

p. 238, 14. o ypafjifMiTevs rrjs fiovXy^) : — Tpap.pjar€v^ ' Ayfjioa-Oevyq.ihwlp 
KTiyo't<^6jvTOs. *0 ypa/i/uuxTCvs ttws T€ KaOtarraTo Kal tl cTrpaTTCv, ais twv 
ypafifjidrtav t* coTt Kvpio^ Kal ra il/y<f>L<rfJuiTa ra yevo/xeva </>vXdTTCt,/cat toi 
dXA.a TrdvTa dvTtypd<^€Tat /cat TrapaKdOyrai ry fiovkyy SeSyXwKCv 'ApurroTeky^ 
iv *AOyvai<av TroXtTCta . 

The value of the information, added by the publication in 1891 
of the *AOyvai<t}v HoXtTcta referred to, is chiefly in that it reconciles 
the statements of Pollux and Harpokration. It compels us to 
accept the facts as given, and to apply our knowledge towards the 
elucidation of the inscriptional evidence. 

We learn from Aristotle that there were three secretaries of the 
senate and assembly ; we do not learn, however, the distinguish- 
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ing title of each. The ypafifiartv^ Kara irpvraveiav is, indeed, desig- 
nated pretty clearly, and his duties would seemingly make his 
identification easy ; but his name is not the only one connected 
with the ilnf<l}L(riMiTa, as will be seen shortly. The secretary for 
the laws is not given a title at all. The third secretary is simply 
denoted by his function, t. e., to read documents to the senate and 
people. 

§ 3. T pafifiaT€v<; Trj<; /3ov\rj<;. 

In the inscriptions we find that the secretary, who publishes the 
decrees of the senate and people in the earliest period, is designated 
thus : in the Nom. case, 6 ypa/xfrnrcvs 6 rrj^ fiovXrjsj or 6 ypafxfjMTcv^ 
T^s povXrj^ ; in the Gen., tov ypafxfjLaT€<as T^s fiovXrjs ; in the Dat., tw 
ypafifmret rrj^ ^ovA^s ; in the Acc. , tov ypa/xfiaria tyjs ^ovA.^s, never 

TOV ypafijjLaTia tov ttjs ^ovX^s, except in a doubting suggestion by 
Kirchhofi" in C. I. A. iv i, 22k, 1. 7, p. 58, and in C. I. A. iv 
I, ii6p, p. 68, where it has likewi:se been restored by the 
editor. This designation appears, in the formula used to indicate 
the way in which the decree was to be disposed of, in the oldest 
inscriptions, and continues in use until 318-7 B. C. After this it 
is never found. Between 363 B. C. and 321 B. C, the title y/oa/i- 
fiaTcvs T^s fiovXrjs is found about thirty times, and after 321 B. C, 
once, in 318-7 B. C. (C. I. A. iv 2, 231b, 1. 67). 

The chief business of the ypafifrnTcv^, seemingly, is to inscribe 
the decrees of the senate and people, on stone tablets, and set 
them up in the places specified. He has, further, to set up lists, 
at the bidding of the senate and assembly, — such as, the names of 
allies of Athens, the text of oaths and arrangements between the 
city and other states, the names of benefactors and irpo^evoi of the 
state, and the names of generals. He has to make copies of de- 
crees already inscribed and to collate others. His duties are thus 
connected with the business of the senate and assembly in their 
civil and legislative capacity. He has no legal functions of any 
nature. 
• The formula by which his duties are normally specified, before 

01. 100, is as follows : t6 8c il/i^KlxxrfJua t6^€ avay paxl/ai. tov ypafifiaTUL 
Trjs povXrjs iv <mjXrf\i$ivg koI KaTaSeivai ifAvoka, 
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After 350 B. C. the formula is as follows : dmy/oai/rat 8c rc^t ro 
%lnj<l>La'fjja. tov ypa/ifuxTca t^s fiovXrj^ iv orTT^Xy \iOCvrj koI arrja-ai iv AKpOTToXa., 

With the title ypafifmreus rrjs povXrjs the name of the person 
holding the ofl&ce is never given. In C. I. A. iv 2, 872b, 1. 7, in, 
1038, and 1045, the title ypafifxarevs l3ovXrj^ is in all probability 
a shortened form of ypa/xfrnrevs rrjs ^ovA^s koI tov 3i7/aov, — that of a 
different ofl&cial altogether. 

§ 4. Tpafifiarev^ Kara irpvraveiav. 

But, as intimated earlier, we find an official with a different 
title attending to the \lrq<f>C<TiJucLTa^ and performing duties very simi- 
lar to those of the ypafjifmrcvs rrjs fiovXrjs. Are they two distinct 
secretaries or is there only one with two titles ? First as to the 
title ; — in all the inscriptions, except five, this new secretary is 
designated by the name found in Aristotle 6 ypafxfmTev^ 6 Kara 
irpvTavetav. These five are : (i) C. I. A. i, 61 (409-8 B. C ), 
(2) C. I. G. Sept., 4252 (332-1 B. C), (3) C. I. A. 11, 167, 1. 31 
(between 334 and 326 B. C), (4) C. I. A. iv 2, 245e, and (5) 
C. I. A. Ill, 3. 

In C. I. A. I, 61, we find the phrase TOv[KaTa irpVTavtCav ypa/i/ma] 

T€o)s r^s PovXrj^s. In it [Kara wpvTaveCav ypa/i/uia] has been restored by 
Koehler. C. Schaefer has proposed the alternative, Tov[^a<rtA€a)s 
ixera tov y/oaft/majTcws t^s fiovXyjs, and this has been received with 
favor by Sandys (Ath. Pol. 54, 3 note). In C. I. G. Sept., 

4252, the formula is complete : SLvaypaxj/ai Sk t6^€ t6 ifn^Kliia-fm 
Iv (TTrfXri XiBivu Kol (TTrjo-ai iv t<S lepiS tov Kara irpvTavtiav ypafjLpjOLT&i. 

In the other three inscriptions cited, the phrase tov /cara irpvTaveiav 
ypafifmT€a has been restored either in whole or part. In (2), (3), 
(4), and (5), the order of the words only is reversed : no new idea 
is added. Such is not the case in C. I. A. i, 61, and it is not 
till 358 B. C, 50 years later, that the second reference to the 
secretary /cara 7rpvTav€ULv is recorded. In C. I. A. 11, 114; A. 
Wilhelm, Bericht\ p. 6 ; C. I. A.m. 1030, and 1038, we have 
the title ypa/iftarcvs Kara irpvTavtiav simply ; but, as this occurs each 
time in a list of the different officials of the senate, none of which 
have the article its absence does not signify. 

• Reprint apparently from the Sitzungsberichte der kaiserlichen Akade- 
mie der Wissenschaften zu Wien, philosoph.-hist. Klasse, dated 9th Dec, 

1897. 
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The first reference to this ofl&cial. leaving out of account C. 
I. A. I, 6i, is either in 358-6 B! C. or 354-2 B. C. Here he is 
called o ypafifiarevs o Kara irpvTavtvo.v, Between the years 350 B. C. 
and 320 B. C, this title is found about twenty-five times ; between 
320 B. C. and 100 B. C. about one hundred times ; between 100 
B. C. and the birth of Christ about fifteen times, five of them be- 
ing in one inscription, and afterwards three times, once between 
166 A. D. and 169 A. D., once at about 175 A. D. and once in the 
year 209 -10 A. D. 

As to the duties of the ypafifmrevs 6 Kara irpvTaveiav ; — in C. I. A. 

I, 61, the secretary mentioned seems to have had charge of the 
law of Draco concerning murder. At any rate, the revisers of 
the laws (dvaypa<^^s Twv vo/jnav) are to receive the law from him, 
to inscribe it on a stone tablet, and set it down in front of the 
stoa of the king archon. 

In C. I. A. II, 61 (358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C ), the ypafifmrevs 
Kara TrpvTaveiav and the other^ secretaries in charge of the state doc- 
uments are to arrange the treasures in the Chalkotheke according 
to the nationality of the donors, to register the number, and 
make transcripts of the lists so registered. When this is done, 
the secretary of the senate (ypa/iftarcvs t^s Povkrj^y is to inscribe 
the lists on a stone tablet and set it up in front of the Chalkotheke. 
The secretary of the senate is, further, to make transcripts 

(TroLT^a-axrOaL avTLypa<f>a Ik tojv crrrjkiov) of the inscriptions that deal 
with the treasures of the Chalkotheke. 

From this time on, the ypafifxarevs Kara wpvTaveuiv appears regu- 
larly with the duty of inscribing the decrees of the senate and 
people on stone tablets and setting them up in specified places. 
Lists also are set up by him, such as testimonials of irpo^tvuu of 
persons, patents of citizenship, names of certain officials, names 
of maidens who bore the peplos at the Panathenaic processions 

etc. 

The regular formula for the ordinary duties of the ypa/xfiaTevs 6 

Kara irpvravf.lav is : dvaypdil/ai Bk ro^e to \ln^<l>tarfJLa rbv ypa/JLfjuiT&i tov 
Kara TrpvTaveiav iv arri^Xy Xidivrj koX arrjcnu iv — . 

^ ol AWoi ypafifJMTets ol iirl rots dvifjLOirlois ypdfifiainv. 

* See Gustav Gilbert in Phil. 39, 1880, p. 136 f. for the mention of the two 
titles in the same inscription. 
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In direct connection with the title 6 ypafifmreus 6 Kara rr/ovTavctav, 
the name of the individual is found in four cases only. These 
are, (i) C. I. A. ii, 114 (343-2 B* C), where we have the name 
KXcoo-Tparos TLfwadevovs AlyiXtevs ; (2) A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6 
(335~4 B. C), where the name II/Dofcvos IlvXayopov ^Axc/oSovo-tos is 
directly given the title ypafjifmrevs Kara wpvravctav ; (3) C. I. A. iii, 
1030 (between 166-7 A. D. and 168-9 A. D.), in which we 
have Movo-aios ^Xao-tos ; (4) C. I. A. in, 1038 (circa 175 A. D.), 
in which we find EvKapTros ©cv 

To sum up : we have found (i)that until the year 358-6 B. C. or 
354-2 B.C. an official called 6 ypaftfuxTcus t^s ^ovX^? superintends the 
publication of the il/rj<l>i(rfmTa of the senate and assembly and does 
their bidding in related matters, e.g-.y in making copies of decrees 
previously posted up ; (2) that, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. 
and 318-7 B. C, either two distinct secretaries with the same 
functions, or one secretary with two distinct titles performs these 
duties. In this latter period we find that the duties performed 

by the ypaftfuxrcvs t^s povXrjs and the ypafifAarevs 6 /caret irpvTavttav are 

the same,^ and agree in their nature with those assigned by Aris- 
totle to the ypafifxarcvs 6 Kara TrpvTamav, and by Harpokration to 
the ypaft/uuxTcvs t^s fiovXyj^ (Dem. xviii, p. 238, 14). Neither of them 
can be either of the other two secretaries mentioned in Aristotle 
Ath. Pol. 54. In several'' cases the secretary is called simply 
6 ypafifmrevs, a fact which points strongly to the existence of only 
one ofl&cial. The formulae used to denote their duties are alike in 
both cases, and undergo like changes simultaneously. There are 
these reasons for considering them the same person under different 
titles, and the transition stage, between 358-6 B. C. or 354-2 B. C. 
and 318-7 B. C, during which the two titles are mentioned with 
about equal frequency, is quite natural, if we think of one name 
being superseded by the other, i.e., ypa/i/maTcvs t^s PovXrjs by 

ypa/i/marcus 6 Kara TrpvTavetav. 

^ ' ' Quae vero ratio adhibita sit in distribuendis decretis, etsi in rem inqui- 
sivi, perspicere non potui, licet suspiceris Athenienses consilio potius usos 
esse quam casu." — Penndorf, Leipz. Stud, xvin, p. 146. 

' C. I. A. IV 2, 54b, 1. 43, 88b, 1. 14, 104a, 1. 30, 318c frg. d, 1. 21 ; 11, 39, 
Add., 66b. 
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§ 5. Secretaries mentioned in Titi.es and Officiai. 
Headings of Decrees. 

In the introductory part of the decrees passed by the Athenian 
senate and people, the name of a secretary is mentioned, and 
along with it, those of the tribe in the prytany when the decree 
was passed, of the chairman who put the motion, of the person 
who made the motion in the meeting, and, in some cases, of the 
archou eponymos for the year. To some decrees, also, there is 
afl&xed a title, usually written in large letters at the very top of 
the stone. This contains, in some cases, the names of the indi- 
viduals, or states, affected by the decree, or the general sub- 
ject of the decree ; in other cases, with or without this, 
the name of the secretary, or archon, or both. The identity 
of the secretary, mentioned in large letters at the top of 
the decree, with the person, said in the ordinary heading 
to have been secretary at the time the decree was passed, is de- 
termined absolutely by the identity of the names in all the ordi- 
nary inscriptions that contain both. C. I. A. iv 2, 5d (399-8 
B. C.) will serve to illustrate the ordinary title and heading : 



I ^ ApUTTOKpOLTrfS VPX^' 

2 AxxTLfAa^^o^ K,o\<avrjOev iypafi/mreve, 

3 ^Apiarriov Atytois. 

4 *E8of cv TYJ fiovXy * IlavStov- 

5 Is 67rpvravcvc, Av(rifjjcL)(OS 

6 iypafifjLdT€V€, KXcwv cttcctt- 

7 arct * (ov cwrc ' * ApurTe- 

8 OLV Tov ^ A^aiov Tov Atyta dva- 

9 ypaxpai tov ypa/x/utarca ttjs 

10 PovXrjs €v iroXri iv o-tt^Xyj X- 

11 lOlvq TTpo^evov /cat evep- 

12 yirrjv avrov kol CKyovovs, d- 

13 vay/odu/rai Se avrov tov vov.- 

14 , CTTCiSiy elo'L av8- 

15 pts ayaOol irt-pl ttjv ttoXlv 

16 rrfv ^ AOrfvatitiv 



Title. 



>- Oflficial heading. 



" Decree. 
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For the sake of clearness, hereafter, inscriptions consisting of 
a decree of the senate and people passed prior to 368 B. C, will 
be divided as above. All before ^Sofcv will be called the /zV/^. All 
between the title and the name of the mover of the decree will be 
called the official heading, and all after the name of the mover, 
the decree. In discussing decrees that belong after 368 B. C, all 
that precedes the decree proper will be called the preamble. 
Usually near the end of the decree, e,g. , in line 8 ff. of the in- 
scription just cited, there are given the formulae quoted above as 
indicating the ordinary duties of the secretary in question. It is 
in these formulae that the two different titles, ypafifiarevs tyjs PovXrj^ 
and ypafAfiarev^ Kara irpvravuav are found. 

It might, I think, have been taken for granted that the secre- 
tary, mentioned by name in the title and official heading, is the 
same one whose duties are stated in the body of the decree. The 
identity of the two in the period preceding 368 B. C. has never 
been disputed by anyone. Aristotle takes account of the omission 
of the name of the secretary in the title under the head of 
ypa/jLfjLaT€vs Kara irpvTavuav, and in C. I. A. II, 114 an official, whose 
name appears in the preamble of two inscriptions (C. I. A. iv 2, 
114 b, 114 c), is called ypa/iftarcvs Kara Trpvraveiav. In the preamble 
of C. I. A. IV 2, 128 b A, the name of the secretary may with 
certainty be restored thus, TLpo^evos JlvXayopov ' AxcpSovo-ios (see 
below §i[). To this same individual, in A. Wilhelm, Bericht, 
p. 6, is attached the title, ypafifiarevs Kara irpvraveLav (see below 
§ 10). This view is made quite certain by the decrees of the 
years 321-0 B. C, 320-9 B. C, and 319-8 B. C. There were 
during this period two officials dealing with decrees. Both are 
mentioned by name in the preamble. Upon one only, the 
dvaypa<l>€vsy is imposed the task of publishing the decrees. Had 
the ypafxfmT€vs rrj^ fiovXrjs, who between 358 B. C. and 318 B. C. 
had frequently to publish the decrees, been other than the one 
said in the preamble to have been secretary at the time the decree 
was passed, in all reason, we should have expected to find his 
name in the preamble also. 
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§ 7. RE1.AT10NS BETWEEN Tribes in the Secretaryship 
AND Tribes in the Prytany. Mode of Bisecting Secretary. 

It can be seen that, at least as late as the year 368-7 B.C., the 
secretary changed with the prytany. There were thus, in all 
probability, ten secretaries in the year, one from each of the ten 
tribes. Moreover, the tribe of the secretary and the tribe for 
which he was secretary were never the same. This is shown by 
the following cases in which we know both. 

TRIBES OF SECRETARIES AND TRIBES FOR WHICH THEY WERE SECRETARIES 

TABUI^ATED. 



Year 
B.C. 



444-31 
433-2 
426-5 
421-20 

410-9 

410-9 
409-8 
409-8 

405-4 
403-2 

403-2 

399-8 

394-3 
394-3 
c. 394 
387-6 

378-7 

378-7 
a. 376 

375-4 

373-2 
369-8 
369-8 
368-7 
a. 363 
<( 

(I 



Tribe 0/ Secretary 



Oineis 
Aigeis 
Leontis 
Erechtheis 

f Aigeis 

( Kekropis 
Erechtheis 
Aiantis 
Leontis 
Erechtheis 
Pandionis 
Aigeis 

( Aigeis 

■j Leontis 

C Antiochis 
Kekropis 
Akamantis 
Erechtheis 
Aigeis 
Oineis 
Pandionis 
Hippothontis 

( Aiantis 

I Hippothontis 
Aigeis 

Hippothontis 
Pandionis 
Pandionis 
Oineis 

f Aiantis 

( Hippothontis 
Leontis 
Antiochis 



Name and Deme of Secretary 



MeyaKXciSr}^ AevKovouv^ 
UpoKXirj^ ^ArdpPov Evcdvu/acv^ 

Adj3(i)v €K Kt/Scov 

Atoyviyro? ^pedppio^ 

Kr}<t>i(ro<l>(i)v TIclulvlcv^ 
'Ayvppio? KoAAvTCV5 

Av€rLfJui\o^ J^o\(i)vrjd€v 

nXaTCDv Nt#fo;(apov5 ®\v€V5 
* ApLCTTOKpaTrj^ kla-^LVOv Kc<^a\^^€v 

Xapt8i7/x,o5 ©coTcXovs Aa/x7rTpcv5 

HapafivOo^ ^ikdypov Ep;(t€us 
* ApLO-ToriXr)^ Ev<l>i\rfTov 'A;(apvcvs 
KaA.\t)8tosKT7<^t(ro<^a)vTOs Ilaiai/icvs 

Ev3pa/A(oi/ 'A;(cp8ov<rios 

©ovSatTiy^ Aio/xci€vs 

'Ei^cK . . . .Trai .... CO 'Afiyncvs 

Mo(r;(os ©corrtov K.vSa$rjvaL€vs 
%fiLKvOo^ XaptVov 'A;(api/cv5 

Otvatos 



^pvvitiv AevKovocv^ 

KvSijviap KvBrjvopos 'AXcdttcic^^cv 



Tride in 
Prytany 



Kekropis 
Aiantis ? 
Hippothontis 
Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Hippothontis 

Kekropis 

Akamantis 

Kekropis 

Erecktheis 

Pandionis 

Pandionis 

Pandionis 

Aigeis 

Hippothontis 

Kekropis 

Leontis 

Hippothontis 

Pandionis 

Antiochis 

Akamantis 

Erechtheis 

Leontis 

Aiantis 

Hippothontis 

Leontis 

Akamantis 
Erechtheis 
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There are two apparent exceptions, Vit. Ant., p. 233, 76, West- 
ermann, and C. I. A. iv 2, 73b ; for the former see Hille, Leipz. 
Stud. I, 1878, p. 213, and for the latter see Julius Penndorf, Leipz. 
Stud. XVIII, 1897, P- 114' note 6. 

One can hardly believe that the lot pure and simple decided the 
order of the tribes, in holding either one of the ofiSces without 
relation to the other ; for, in that case, it is highly improbable that 
no instance should have been handed down to us in which the sec- 
retary belonged to the prytanizing tribe. We are, accordingly, 
justified in suspecting that the order of the tribes in the matter of 
secretary representation is determinable in terms of the order of the 
tribes in the prytany. 

We have direct statements in the inscriptions and literature to 
the effect that the order of the tribes in the prytany was decided 
by lot. Thus in C.I. A. 11, 312, we read : 

Tov^ Sc TT/ovTctvcis ot av [ttJ/ocotov Xa\<tia-iv TrpvTavevuv 8[o]vvaL irtpi avTov 

TTjv \lnj<l>ov eh [r^rjfXTrpfiiTrfv €KKkrja-Lav ; and in Aristotle Ath. Pol. 43 : 

7rpVTav€V€L 8' iv fJL€pet T(av <^vA(ov €Kd(rTrf kclB^ o tl av Xa^iadiv^ aX pxv 
TTpSiTai T€TTap€^ f.^ Kcu TpuxKovTo. "^fiipa^ €Kd(rTrf, ai Sc ii at varepai ttcktc 
Kal TpiOLKOvra "^fiipa^ €Kd(TTrj. 

These statements, however, might be interpreted to mean that 
the tribe to sit first was fixed by lot and the others followed in the 
ofl5cial order ; but an examination of the inscriptions shows plain- 
ly enough that the tribes in the prytany, at least during the fifth, 
fourth, third and second centuries before Christ, did not have any 
relation to the official order at all. 

It has been commonly believed that the order of the tribes in the 
prytany was fixed by lot at the beginning of the year. In an arti- 
cle on the ' Attic Civil and Sacred Years,' published in the Jour- 
nal of Philology for 1895-6, Vol. 24, p. 76, T. Nicklin incidentally 
suggests that it may have been at the end of each prytany that 
the tribe to sit next was determined. This view I think correct 
and by a comparison of the following passages (all I can find bear- 
ing on the matter) will attempt to prove it to be so. 

C. I. A. I, 37. ix[(r€V€]yK€T<i} §€ Tavra h [rov] Srjfwv [17 Alytfjis 

7r[p]vTa[v€t]a irrdvayKe^ €7rct[3ai/ ] arrpa . . . €s rpLTrjv ^/xcpav 

[tt/owtJoi/ fi€T[a TO, le]pd. 



Time at which Pry t any was Allotted to Tribe, 21 

This reading, given by a new fragment published by U. Koeh- 
ler, in Hermes, 1896, p. 146, removes any difiSculty that might be 
connected with the reading in the C.I. A. 

C.I. A. I, 40. €7rci8av kxrk^^Bifji^ 7r]pv[Tav]cta ^ 3cvT[€pa]. This is a 

compound decree : the second decree was passed during the 
second pry t any, Kekropis, and dealt with the question transferred 
to it by the first prytany. *Had it not been customary for the 
second prytany to be unknown during the term of ofiSce of the 
first prytany, it is strange that ScvWpa was not replaced by Kck/ootti^. 
That the secretary who posted up the decree felt no scruples in 
regard to changing a matter of phraseology to suit the fashion of 
the year in which he held ofl5ce, may be ascertained from C.I. A. 
IV 2, lb, in which it is to be noticed that the deme of the cTrto-raTT/s 
was added to the decree by the secretary who had it posted up ; 
for in this year alone before 378-7 B C. was it customary to give 
the deme of this ofiScer. On the other hand, that the decree he 
posted up was written out when passed and copied when inscribed 
on the stone, is clear from the same inscription ; for in it the 
Hellenotamiai, although in 403-2 B.C. they no longer existed, 
are required to give, indeed, are supposed to have given, the 
money to pay for the setting up of the stone. 

C.I. A. II, 12. [3]ovvat Sc T^[v] ^\r\<^ov tov9 TrpvTavcts tov% /xctol] 
[t^v] 'Epc;(^iyi3[a Tr/ovTai/euovras Iv ttj wpwrrf iKK]\rj€rL<J. 7rc[pt TOVTtav ] 

C.I. A. II, 54. [€7ri T^5 'AKa])utai/Tt3os 8cvT€pa[5 7rpvTavcta]s. - - - 
[TptjaKoaTY) TYJq 7rpvT[avcta5] . - - - tyjv Sk \f/ri<j>ov hovvai ^cp[t] avTov 
Toiv^ 7rpvTavci9 toi?s [/xcTa] Tqv ' AKa/xai/Tt&i 7rpVTav[(E.v\ovTa^ iv riyji 7r]p<0Tiy 
€KK\rj(rLa . 

C.I. A. IV 2, 229c. Tovs [Bk 7rp]vTavcis tov9 fiera rrfv *Ai/Tto[x]t3a 
Trpvrai/cvovras ^vvai rrepl avTOv rrjv \l/ri<f>ov €t9 T7)v irptaTrjv €KK\rf(rLav. 

C.I. A. II, 243. TOVS Sk TrpvTcti/cts Tov^ TYjV tlaiovorav TrpVTavuav rrpv- 
Tavcvovras Sovvai Trcpl avrov t^v \fnj<f>ov t<w hrfpM fl% rrjv Trpcoriyi/ iKKX'qo'ULV . 

C.I. A. IV 2, 252e. [kcu 3ovvai] Trcpl avrov Trjv \l/y<l>ov tov<: 7r[p]v- 
Tai/€t[s oL av Tvyxdv<i}](n 7rpvTav€VovT€^ /act [a rrj^v Oivr}[tSa <^vAiJi/, KaT]a 

TOV VOfJLOV, 

C.I. A. II, 273. [tov^ Be. 7rpi?Tavcis tov^ rrj^v ct(rtovo-a/x7rp[vTavcaiv] 
[TTpvTavevovTas Bovvat t]^/xi/^<^ov t<S Sijl^fiia cts rrjv irptitrrjv iKKXtfO'iav], 
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C.I. A. IV 2, 273c. [TTcpt Sc Twv Scopccuv Sovvoi r^]v ^^[ov Tovs] 
[Trpvravas tous r^v etaiowrav Trpv]Tav[€uiv TrpvTaveuoKras], 

C.I. A. II, 309. To[y^ Sc vpvravas ot &v Tvy])(av<i}aLv TrpvravcvovTfc?] 
[Sovvot r^v ijfTJ^ov TTCpi T^]s ScDpcttS CTTCtSav €vt#n;[p<i)^, eiarayayuv 8c J 
[r^v SJoKifUKrmv tov? ^ccr/ifo^cra? cis to irpiaTOv 8tKa<rr]^ptov icara tov5 
vo/LU)[rs]. 

C.I. A. II, 312. pEJTTt ^lorCfJuov apxovTO^ lirl t[^5 n]a(v)8iovi8os 
8[(i)]Sc#caTi;9 7rpv[Ta]v€iiDis - - - - . Sictpo^optaivos Gcrct [/ijcr' ct#c[a]8as, 

WCftTTTCt #Cai €(t)#COO'T[€]Z T^S TTpVTaVCtClS . TOV^ Sc TTpVTaVCl^ ot &V 

[wjpcuTOv Xa;(ci)(rii/ TrpvTavcvctv 8[o]i)vat Trcpt avrolv rrjv il/rj<l>ov cts [r]^/*- 
irputrrfv iKKXtjaCiiv. 

C.I. A. II, 119. [ivLficXdaOcu S]€ avrot) - - [tov]^ 7rpvrav[€is omvcs] 
[iSiV \a])(iMriv ci[cl ottcd? &v arrw (r]vi/7r[p]ar[Ta}(rt ov av Sciyrai]. 

If we compare these with the formulae used to convey instruc- 
tions to the proedroi, whom we know to have been elected by lot 
just before assuming ofl5ce, the inference suggested above seems 
to me to be forced upon us. 

C.I. A. II, 318. [dya^ct Tv)(ei SeSoxdcu rrj jSovXiy] rovs irpo- 

€hp\ov^ OL av \d)(ia€rLv wpoeBpevciv Iv Twjt St^/ao) cts t^v [cTrtovcav CK/fXiyo-tav] 
[oTav €^riK\iiia-w at Ik rov i/[d/Ltov ^/xcpai \prjfJLaTL(raL Trcpt tovtcdi/], yv<afirjv 
8c ^fil^pdWeaOai rrj^ PovXrj^ cts tov Srjfio]v on 8oKct ret j8[ovXct CTratvccrot] 
[5Tpd/Aj8t;(Ov Kai (rr]c<^av(i)(rai X/^v[o"a) (TTtKJyavia airo - hpa\p.^v Si.p€.Trj\^ 
h/€Ka Kal <^[tA.ort/x.ta9 rJJs cts tov 85/iov * ctvat Sjc avrov ' A^iyv[atoi/ Kat tovs] 
[cKydvovs arrov Kai ypa]\l/aaOaL ^vA,^[s Kat 817/x.oi; Kat <^parpta9 17s av /SovA,-] 
[?7Ta]t Kara tov vd[/LU)V, tovs 8c Trpvravcts 8ovvat Trcpt avJTOv rrfv »/^<^[ov] 
[cts Ttfv TTptaTrjv €KK\rj(rLav, tov^ 8c ^cor])uio^€T[as cto^ayayciv avT<S rrfv] 
[8oKt/xao'tav r^s Saypea]^ [orav Trptarov . 

In this resolution of the senate, it seems to me that it would be 
straining the passage very much, to make tov^ Trpvravcts refer to 
any other prytanes than those in office at the time. 

So in C.I. A. IV 2, 231b. 'Etti Krj<l>L(roB(apov apxovTO<: inl [t^s • • • ] 

[ TTcjvTTTiys TTpVTavcias, rj [EuJkA, [rj^ lX]v[$oS(ji)pov 'AA,ci)TrcK^^c]v 

iypafjLfidTev€v ' noo-t8cc!}vo[s] €[KT7y ctti 8cKa, Bevrep^a kol cikoo-tci t^s Trpvra- 

vcia[s] . [8ovvat 8c rrjv i/'^jf^ov T(S Si^fKa Trcpt rrj^ TroXtTc[ias tovs] 

[TTpvTavcts t]^s nav8tovt8o9 c[t]9 TTjv TTpiaTrjv €KKAT7[o-tav Kara tov] VOflOV, 

Before commenting on this decree, further than to state that it 
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and all those quoted above, with the exception of C.I. A. i, 37 
and 40, refer to donations of citizenship, I wish to cite (Dem.) 59, 

p. 1375. 

irpiiiTov fJLev yap vofio^ ccrri rep Bij/u^ Kei/ievo^ firj c^eivai vonjo'aa'&ai 
^AOrjvaXov ov &v firf 81* dvS/oaya^tav cts tov S^fiov rbv *AOrfvaC<t)v aitov y 
yevicrOai voXiT'qv, Ittcit' CTreiSav TrtiarOy 6 S^/lu>9 koX 8<p rrjv Scopcav, ovk if 
Kvpiav y€V€€r$ai r^v vocrfacVf iav firj ry ^^<£» cis rrjv itnowrav iKKXrforLav 
VTre/oc^aicto^tXioi * AOrjvaioiv \l/rf<l>Lar(avTai KpvfiSrfV i/ri/^i^Oficvoi. tovs 8c 
9r/ovrav€i9 iccXevci riBevai rov^ KaSCa^KOVs 6 vofios Kai rrjv ilnj<l>ov 8i8dvat 
irpocTLOvri T<f 8i7fuu, irplv tov% (ivov^ €ia'Uvai koI to, y^ppa dvatpciv, tva 
K-vpio^ a)v avTos avTOV l/cacrTos CKOTr^Tai irpos avrov ovriva /icXXci woA,iTiyv 
TTonjartaOaiy ci ^ids co-ri t^9 8(i)pea9 o /acAAcdv Xrjiff^crOai, 

From this it is evident that t^v vpdiTrfv iKKkrforLav is identical with 
T^v €7rtov<rai^ cKicXi/o-iav. This being the case, we have no option 
but to restore nai/8tovt8os in the lacuna in the preamble of C.I. A. 
IV 2, 231b; for there were still thirteen days of the prytany to 
elapse, and during this period, even if no special convocation of 
theekklesia was held, one of the four regular meetings mentioned 
by Aristotle must have taken place. Koehler, however, restores 
'A#caftaKri8os, seemingly for no other reason than that nav8iom is 
mentioned farther down in the decree. 

It is obvious that the meeting at which the people were to 
vote by ballot must often have been held before the term of the 
prytany, in which the matter was first considered, had expired. 
To cover these cases the following formula was used. 

C.I. A. II, 108. [/cal Sovvai rr^v] ^<i>ov irtpi avrov tovs Trpvravcts cv 
ry [wpcoTiy €#CKA.7y<ria]. 

C.I. A. II Add., 115b. Tors 8c wp[vT]aF€i[5] hovvai irepl avrov rrfv 
[^t/ro]v Tw [8]i7/x.o» €15 TYjv TTpitiTrfV CKKA.[i7<r]aiv. 

C.I. A. II, 154. [tov^ Trpvravcts - - 8ovi/ai Trcpi] avrov [rrfv \l/rj<l>ov tw] 
[8);/A({)€i9 TTjv wpci)Tiy]v iKK\r}crJ[^Lav]. 

C.I. A. II, 187. [tovs 8c 7rpvTai/]ci5 t^s 'l7r7rod[a}VTt8o5 8ovvat Trcpi] 
[avTOv t]^[i/] \l/rj<l>ov €15 t[^v Trptarrfv €KK\rfaruxv]. 

C.I. A. II, 223. [8ovvai - - TTfv \l/rj<l>ov tov]s wpvTav€[t5 - - c]ts rrfV 
€7rt[ov<rav €KK\rfaruiv]» 
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C.I. A. II, 228. Tovs 8[€ 7rpvTai/€ts T175 'A]i/Ttoxt8os 3ovva[t wcpiavToC'] 
[t<u 3i7]/a(o t^v \l/rj<l>ov €t[s t^v TrptaTrfV iKK\rf](rLav, 

C.I. A. II, 229. [tov9 TT/ovTavcts - 3oi)i/at - TTC/ot avTwjv T^v [i/r^<^ov €ts] 
[t^v TTpfjiTrfV iK^KXTjacav. 

C.I. A. II, 230. [tov^ Bf. 7rp]vTai/€[i5 rrj^ 'linroOmvTLSo^ 8ovi/ai irepji 
avT[ov TTjv \prj<j>ov €ts rrfv 7rp(0TrfV iKK\rf]arLa[y], 

It is made probable by the preamble that Hippothontis was 
fourth in the prytany in this year (334-3 B.C.). The dating ot 
C.I. A. II, 739 is altogether too uncertain to present any obstacle. 

C.I. A. II, 272. Tovs Sk 7rpi?Tavci9 1^5 *l7r[7ro]^a}vrt8os SovvaL Trepl 
avTov TTjv [il/]^<t>ov T<5 Brjfiia el(r(rTTjv Trpmr-qv iKKX-qcriav. 

C.I. A. II Add., 273b. rov9 3c [7rpvrava5 Sowai Trcpi avTov Trf\v 

ll/7J<l>0V €t[s T^V TTpUiTTJV CfCKXiyCtav] . 

C.I. A. II, 320. Tovs 3[€ TrpvrdveL^ tovs 7rpvT]avcv[o]vTa5 8oi;[i/]a[t] 
[Trjcpi avr[ov rrfv i/r^f^oi/] . 

C.I. A. IV 2, 366b. Bovvai Sk 7r[cpi avrov t^v] ^jnjKJyov roivq irpvravti^ 
iv T€i 7rp(a[T€i. iKKXrfOTL ]^. 

See also C.I. A. iv 2, 229d, 1. 15 ; 11, 288, 300 ; iv 2, 300b ; 11, 
318, 361, 397> 401- 

C.I. A. II, 51 might seem to present a difl5culty, but, in reality, 
is strongly confirmatory. The preamble runs as follows : 

[' EttI A]v[(n](rTparov ap\ovTo% lirX [1^5 • • •] ' 
[ . .i3]o5 ScKariys 7rpvrai/c[t]as [17] 'E[^]i7[k .] - 
[ . . . 7ra]t[ . . . . cd] *Afi7n€[v]5 €ypa/x/Aar€[vc] - 

[v • Toiv TrpocSpcov] ^[7rc]i/r^[<^t]f [c Evay]y[€A.os - - ?] 

( corona ) ( corona ) 

[. . . t]3ios €?7r€i/ ' TTCpl (av ol 7rp€(r)8ct5 o[l] 
[Trapa] Aioi/v[<r]iov i7K0v[t€]s A€yov<ri[v], Sc8[o;(] - 
[^ai Trfy fiovXrj. -------- [t] - 

[ovs §€ 7rpvravc]i9 [tov]5 [^^9 ' lEi^p[€\$rftSos So] - 
[vvaL Trjv \l/TJ<l>ov ir€]pl [avrov . 

Erechtheis in the second last line is due to Fauvel, who read p 
on the stone, and this is accepted by Koehler. It must be noticed 
that there is one space too few in the preamble to allow us to re- 
store 'Epcx^iytSos. Nevertheless, it should be restored ; for in the 
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preamble as given in the Corpus there are but thirty letters, while 
in the rest of the decree there are thirty-one, though the whole 
inscription is written uroiyiq^ov. If all the lines had an equal 
number of letters, Erechtheis would exactly fit the lacuna. Fur- 
ther, the decree was passed in the last prytany of the year. It is 
clear from C.I. A 11, 312 (see p. 22) that, during this prytany, the 
lot had not yet been cast to determine the tribe to sit first in the 
following year. The Pseudo-Demosthenes states that the vote 
by ballot was to be taken in regard to the donation of citizenship 
at the * coming meeting of the people.' This would be utterly 
impossible were the prytanes of Erechtheis, who are required to 
see that this is done, other than those in the prytany at the time ; 
for the first prytany of the following year (368-7 B.C.) was not 
Erechtheis, but Kekropis (C.I. A. 11 Add., 52b). I, therefore, 
have no hesitation in restoring 'Epcx^iyiSo^ in the preamble of this 
decree. 

In a decree published in Hermes, 1896, p. 138, and passed in 
the prytany of Akamantis of the year 424-3 B.C., there is found 
the following : 

[xai 3oi)vai IIo]ra/Ao3(i)/oa) TrcvraKocrias 3/o[a^a9 Sco/oeictv ck Si^/Luxriovj ctti 

T^5 'AKa/LuxKrt8o5 €vt[os i7/A€/oa)i/, 01 §€ w/ovJtoli/cis iTTLfieXTjOevTrnv 

[o7rci)5 av vapaa)(<a(ri.v ol fccoXaKJpcrai * ravra fikv r^/xf/SovX^v \lnf<l>i(raa'Oca^ 
iav Se Ti ScT/jrai Ilora/tioScopos, ^[* AKa/utavTts TrpvravtCa Trotrfordraf] irpoaoSov 
avTfS iv [ry CKKXiyo-tJa [Trpwrov ft€^* lepa]. 

In this inscription, although the tribe Akamantis is in the pry- 
tany at the time the instructions are given and are to be carried 
out, it is mentioned by name, not simply referred to as **oi 
irpvrdva.^, ' ' 

C.I. A. I, 31 B has ^avTOK\e[a] §€ irpoaayayiv rkv *E[p]€xd€t8a 
TrpvTav€La[y] wpos t€v ^ovXlv iv Tc[i] irporti IBpai. In this there is an 
additional reason for specifying the prytany by name, in that 
Phantokles, whose interest was presumably in the colony which 
was being sent to Brea, would wish the tribes in the prytany at 
the time he was speaking to introduce him to the senate, that the 
thirty days, open for making arrangements, might not elapse be- 
fore he got a chance to explain his plans. 
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It seems to me, therefore, that the speaker in the senate or 
assembly did not know the name of the tribe to succeed the one 
sitting in the prytany at the time he was speaking. Whenever 
the name of a tribe, instructed to perform some duty in the future, 
is mentioned, it is the name of the one in office at the time the in- 
structions are given, unless they are given during the ninth pry- 
tany, when of course, the tribe to sit tenth being known, its name 
might be given. In the light of these facts we must explain the 
observation, that the tribe from which the secretary was chosen 
was never the same as that in the prytany during his term of 
office. If we look at the question from the point of view of the 
official who drew from the urn the ballots, by which, in each case, 
the tribe to sit in the prytany, and the tribe to be represented in 
the secretaryship next, were to be determined, we can understand 
the process most clearly. Let us suppose Aiantis to have been 
drawn for the first section of the prytany year, and one of the 
other nine, say Erechtheis, for the first secretaryship. Erechtheis 
would then proceed to elect by show of hands an individual to 
hold the office. For the second position in the prytany the lot 
fixed upon Aigeis, let us suppose. Of course, no ballot for Aian- 
tis was put in the urn. The secretary for Aigeis would neces- 
sarily be chosen by one of eight tribes alone, unless we had sup- 
posed Erechtheis to have been the one drawn for the second place 
in the prytany. In this way, when the tribes for nine prytanies 
and for nine secretaryships were determined, there would be left 
one tribe for each office, and they must necessarily be different. 

Note A. In the year 408-7 B.C., the tribes in the prytany seem to have 
been arranged in the reverse of the official order, — ^thus (i) *Antiochis, (2) 
*Aiantis, (3) *Hippothontis, (4) *Kekropis, (5) Oineis, (6) *Akamantis, 
(7) Leontis, (8) Pandionis, (9) Aigeis, (10) *Brechtheis. 

Kirchhoff, on account of the like number of letters in the lines, and the 
like shaping of the letters, is inclined to join C.I.A. rv i, 331, 4, p. 151 to 
1, 324. It is from I, 324 that we obtain the prytanies given above without 
an asterisk. He states that C.I.A. rv i, 321, 4, p. 151, is probably the last 
portion of the accounts of the Brechtheum superintendents for the year. In 

it we have *Eiri t^s £]5os htK&.rt\[} •Kpvra.vevo'b(Tri\%. 'Epex^i/fSos exactly 

fits. I think that we must suppose that the reverse order of the tribes was 
followed in this year, unique as it now appears to be. The prytanies, there- 
fore, for the whole year have been restored as above. 
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There are several inscriptions dealing with work done on the Brechtheum, 
viz., C.I.A. I, 321, 322, 323, 324 ; IV I, 321, p. 74 ; IV i, 321, p. 148. Michaelis, 
in Mitth. des deutsch. arch. Inst, zu Athen xrv, 1889, p. 349ff., thinks that 
they all belong to one year, 409-8 B.C., and that they should be arranged 
in the order C.I.A. i, 322, 321 ; iv i, 321, i and 2, p. 148 ; IV i, 321, p. 74 ; I, 
324. Kirchhoff does not venture to say whether he is right or not. By 
restoring as above, we show clearly that Michaelis is wrong, both in his 
disposition of the inscriptions, and in holding that they all belong to one 
year. C.I.A. i, 322, in which Kekropis holds the first prytany, and C.I.A. 
I, 324, in which we make Kekropis the fourth, obviously cannot belong to 
one year. C.I.A. i, 322 is dated by the archon in 409-8 B.C. ; therefore, 
C.I.A. I, 324 does not belong to 409-8 B.C. It cannot fall to 410-9 B.C., 
407-6 B.C., or 406-5 B.C. on account of the arrangement of the prytanies in 
these years, and so Kirchhoff 's conjecture, that it belongs to the year 408-7 
B.C., is confirmed. As we have seen, C.I.A. iv i, 321, 4, p. 151, is likewise 
assigned to 408-7 B.C. ; so that a certain degree of order is thrown into the 
fragments that deal with the erection of the Brechtheum. 

§ 8. Change from XeiporovCa to KX-qpcjo-Ls. The Signi- 
ficance OF THE Secretary's Name in the Titi.es and 
Official Headings of Decrees. 

Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 54, 3, says : irportpov fi.lv ovv ovtos r^v xtipor- 

ovrjTO^, Kol Tov^ ivSoiordrovs koi TrtcTOTaTov^ i^eipoTOvovv* koL yap iv 
Tol^ (TTT/XaiS 7rpo5 rats <rvp.pja.\CcLL% koX Trpoievtat^ Kal TroXiTCtats ovtos 
avaypd<t>€TaL. vvv Sk yiyove KAiypcoTO^. 

He states that, before the principle of sortition was introduced 
into the election of the secretary, the most reputable and trust- 
worthy citizens were chosen for that ofl5ce ; the inference being, 
that, since the change to the system followed in his day took 
place, the results were not always so happy. Now just what 
does the passage mean ? In ovto^ avaypd<t>eTai. the allusion is cer- 
tainly to the name of the secretary, and to nothing else. The ques- 
tion has been raised whether Aristotle sought proof for his conclu- 
sion, as to the position in the social world occupied by the sec- 
retaries in former times, from the mere presence of their names on 
tablets of the specified character, or from the social standing of 
the persons, whom such tablets show to have held the secretary- 
ship. If the latter be true, the addition, irpo^ rats (rv/x/naxtais koX 
'7rpo$€vuu^ Kol 7roXtT€au5, is remarkable. It would indicate that the 
only sources, available to Aristotle for ascertaining who had been 
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secretaries, were the stelai mentioned. It is incredible that at 
Athens no other records were kept : and, as a matter of fact, all 
stelai, inscribed at the command of the senate and assembly, ir- 
respective of the content of the matter inscribed, would have been 
available to Aristotle for such a purpose. Therefore, we are 
bound to fall back upon the conclusion that Aristotle is proving 
his point by the presence of the secretary's name, in documents, 
in which the mere fact of its presence, demonstrated the esteem 
and confidence, in which each individual secretary was held by 
his fellow citizens ; and indeed this is the only conclusion for 
which there is any warrant in the text of Aristotle. 

These documents are stelai on which are inscribed decrees 
dealing with international questions (ctv/x/luxxuu, Trpo^ci/tat, TroXtrcTat). 
As has been seen above, there are two places in decrees in which 
the name of the secretary may appear, the title, and the oflScial 
heading. All decrees published by state authority, at all times, 
contain the secretary's name in the official heading. Therefore, 
Aristotle cannot possibly have referred to the official heading. 
Accordingly, without an examination of the facts, we are brought 
to the conclusion that, in the decrees meant by Aristotle, 
the writing referred to in the phrase ovtos dvay/oa<^cTat was 
in the title. The facts prove this conclusion to be correct : 
for, with only four exceptions, all the intelligible decrees with 
the name of the secretary in the title, from the earliest times 
until the year 356-5 B.C., deal with treaties of alliance (ctv/x/luxxmu), 
laudatory inscriptions in honor of states or individuals (Tr/oo^cvtat), 
or articles of citizenship (TroXtrciai). The four exceptions are, 
C.I. A. IV I, 27b, p. 59; I, 58; IV I, 39a, p. 141; I, 61. 
They all contain the reports of special committees that have 
been nominated and instructed by the people to perform some 
specific duty. The first three deal with re- assessments of 
tribute, and the fourth with a revision of the laws. After 356-5 
B.C., the secretary's name never appears in the title, and after 
363-2 B.C., the first year in which we know that the secretary 
was an annual officer, only twice, once in 359-8 B.C. (C.I. A. 11, 
60), and again in 356-5 B.C. (C.I. A. 11 Add., 66b). If it was 
determined in 363-2 B.C., or even a few years earlier, to omit the 
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secretary's name in the title for the future, it is but natural that, 
from force of habit, it should have been inserted in a few instances 
in the years immediately following. Hence, we are justified in 
holding that, when the secretary became an annual officer, some- 
where between 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 B.C., his name was dropped 
in the title. 

In this way we have arrived at the time, at which the secretary 
was first elected by sortition instead of by show of hands ; for it is 
evident from Aristotle that the omission of the name in the title 
marks the era of the introduction of the lot. We may say, there- 
fore, that, somewhere between the years 368-7 B.C. and 363-2 
B.C., the secretary became an annual officer, and hence was 
elected by lot according to the general practice in the case of 
yearly public officers. Now just what is meant by the change 
from election by show of hands to election by lot ? The only 
part popular election could have played in the earlier process was 
in the selection of the individual from among his fellow tribes- 
men. This seems clearly to have been what Aristotle meant by 
XCi/DOTovwL. After 363-2 B. C. the individual and not merely the tribe 
was selected by lot. This change well illustrates the idea that lay 
behind the usage of sortition. This was to prevent the ablest men 
in the state, the men most capable of governing, and recognized as 
such, from being chosen regularly or frequently to fill the ordinary 
administrative positions. To effect this, as Aristotle says, ras 8' 

Ap\a^ Tas TTCpl T7JV iyKvKXiov StoiKYjaiv aTTflura^ TroLOvai K\rjp<aTd^. Of 

course, the object aimed at was to secure the supremacy of the 
demos ; for the less the power of the executive, the greater that 
of the people. So long as the secretary was an official of the 
senate, or rather of a prytany of the senate, he was chosen by show 
of hands, in all probability from among his fellow senators. But 
when he became a state officer, to offset his increased powers, the 
lot was used in his election. 

It seems that from the presence of his name in the title Aris- 
totle could judge that the secretary was a man of high position in 
the state. The limitations to the appearance of his name, and 
the uncertainty of its appearance within these limitations, make 
it difficult to see what useful purpose its presence served. It is 
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noteworthy, however, that it was over stelai Trpos rats arvfifrnxCcm koL 
TTpo^eviai^ Koi TroXirciais that anaglyphs were placed, and observation 
shows that, where there is an anaglyph, there is usually found a 
title with the secretary's name in it. Further, the secretary's name 
in the title is almost always written out in full in large-sized letters, 
the deme name being rarely omitted. All these facts seem to me 
to indicate that the presence of the secretary's name in the title is 
due entirely to motives of ostentation. 

The presence of the secretary's name in the official heading has 
been thought by some to have been, in the fifth century, a means 
of dating the decree. I can find no proof for this view. It is 
true that the secretary's name is invariably present in the official 
heading of decrees, and the archon's usually absent. It is true, 
also, that with the archon's name in the public accounts is joined 
the name of the secretary for the first prytany of the year. The 
only bearing, if any, which the latter fact has is upon the much 
vexed question of the sacred and civil years. The only conclu- 
sion that the former yields is that the fifth century inscriptions 
were not, as a rule, dated at all. It is true that, in one case, 
ivyypa<l>aL are cited by the name of a secretary (C.I. A. i, 31, 1. 16). 
That this is the ypafifmrcv^ rrj^ fiovXrj^ is not certain. The ^yypa<^crs 
themselves may have had a secretary. It is equally true that 
\l/rf<l>L(rfmTa are never cited by the name of the secretary, but by 
the name of the mover or archon. It does not appear likely that 
we are to recognize a difference, in the significance of the presence 
of the secretary's name in the official heading, as between the 
fifth century, and those following. This being the case, the fact 
that decrees, published by private individuals or associations, 
bear the archon's name, but lack the secretary's, seems to show 
that the secretary's name in the official heading distinguishes the 
official publication.^ An examination of the inscriptions shows 
that no decree, ordered to be set up by the state and of which we 
possess the official copy, lacks the name of the secretary. On the 
other hand, if the inscription be copied from an officially pub- 
lished decree and set up by a private individual, or set up by a 

^ Hartel in his Studien seems to me to have proved this point conclusively. 
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private individual from the unpublished state copy kept in the 
Metroon, it always lacks the secretary's name. 

To certify that an inscription has been published by state 
authority is, therefore, the prime reason for the presence of the 
secretary's name in the official headings of inscriptions. As a 
secondary reason, is the guarantee, thereby given, that the pub- 
lished copy is word for word as the resolution passed by the state 
assemblies. 

The idea might be obtained, from the great frequency with 
which the secretary's name is connected with the publication of 
decrees, that that was his sole or most important duty. Such is 
not the case. According to Aristotle the ypa/xfiaTcvs /caTot TrpvTavtCav 

Twv ypafjLfjua.T(iiv coTt Kv/0109, koL ra \l/rf<l>L(rfJLaTa ra yiyvo/xcva ^vXarrct /cat 

ToXXa travra dvTiy/oa<^€rat. That is to say, the duties of the secre- 
tary consisted, for the most part, in receiving, keeping, and check- 
ing off with the original copies, the state decrees, which, unless 
otherwise specifically disposed of, were stored in the Metroon 
(C.I. A. IV 2, 458b, 1. i6ff.). If any were to be published, he 
was the official to have it done. 
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§ lo. Official Order of the Tribes in the Secretary- 
ship DURING THE FoURTH CENTURY B.C. 

It has long been known that, in some year between 368-7 B.C. 
and 363-2 B.C., the secretary mentioned in the preamble of the 
decrees, in place of changing with each prytany, came to hold 
office for the whole year. The exact year of the change has not 
been definitely established, nor can it be, until more inscriptions 
of this period have been discovered. 

In the list given above, the first point to be observed is that, in 
a period of ten years, one secretary from each of the ten tribes 
holds office. This is all but demonstrably true of the period 362-1 
to 353-2 B.C. inclusive. It is certainly true of the ten years 
342-1 to 343-2 B.C. inclusive, and of the two ten year periods 
that follow. The second, and more important point to be noticed, 
is that, for the thirty years 352-1 to 323-2 B.C. inclusive, the 
tribes, from which the secretaries are selected, follow one another 
in the official order. This requires no demonstration : it can be 
seen at a glance. The official order of the tribes has been well 
known heretofore ; but it has always been looked upon as a pure- 
ly descriptive thing : it has never been known to have had any- 
thing to do with an annual office. If there were ten men in a 
board, their names, if published, were seen to be frequently ar- 
ranged in the official order of their tribes. But that the official 
order was anything more than a kind of alphabetical method of 
arranging names, has now for the first time been demonstrated. 

In the year 322-1 B.C. a new ten years period was begun in the 
usual way, with a secretary from the tribe Erechtheis, but on the 
20th of Boedromion the Lamian war was ended by a Macedonian 
garrison entering Mounychia. We have evidence that the demo- 
cratic method of procedure was not at once thrown aside. During 
the whole of this archon-year, the demos as usual attended to the 
public business, and the secretary^ continued to publish the de- 
crees. It is most likely that it was at the beginning of the year 
321-20 B.C. that the democratic forms were abolished, the twelve 
thousand of the poorer citizens disfranchised, an oligarchic timoc- 

1 C.I.A. II, 185, 186, 188. 
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racy established, and a fundamental change made in the branch 
of the service to which the secretary belonged. 

This much said, it merely remains to make some simple re- 
marks on the list given above, and to substantiate the restorations 
suggested. In the first place it is shown beyond the shadow of a 
doubt that the view taken earlier in regard to the number of the 
officials dealing with the publication of the decrees is correct. 
Before 363 B.C., there is absolutely no evidence to show that 
there existed, at any one time, more than one secretary with this 
duty. Between 363-2 B.C. and 322-1 B.C., there is only one 
secretary mentioned in the formulae of the decrees ; he holds office 
for a year, and has two titles, ypa/A/wiTcvs t^? ySovX^s, and ypa/A/Aarcvs 
Kara irpvTaveiav. The second is a new title which gradually dis- 
places the first. This is incontestible ; for it is certain that the 
person whose duty is specified in the decree, is identical with the 
one, whose name is given in the preamble of the decree ; and the 
person, named in the preamble of a decree, and in the same decree 
given the title y/oa/A/x«Tcvs ttj<s Pov\rjs, is shown by his tribe to be a 
member of the same system of tribe rotation as the person named 
in the preamble of another decree, and in the same decree given 
the title ypafifmrcvq Kara irpvTaveLav, The secretaries follow one 
another in the official order of the tribes they represent whether 

they are called ypafXfjLareU rrjs Pov\rjq^ or ypafifJuxreU Kara irpvravtCdv , 

Indeed, the same conclusion seems to be forced upon us by what 
Aristotle^ says of the ypafXfiaTev^ Kara irpvTvveiav ; for, manifestly, 

^ Those who maintain that ypafifutrei^s Tijs fiovXijs and ypafifjuireOs icard 
irpvTavelav denote different persons are obliged to assume a mistake on the 
part of Aristotle. Thus Caillemer, Daremberg et SagHo 11, p. 1648, says : 

Pour le ypafifxareits Kard irpvTavelaVy il y a moins de difl&cult^s, bien qu* il 
soit 2L peu prds certain pour nous qu' Aristote applique 2L ce secretaire des 
observations qiii ne sont vraies que pour le ypafifiareits ttjs povXijs du v* sidcle. 
C'est de ce dernier seul qu' on pent dire qu' il a 6t6 autrefois ^lu et que 
1' Election portait sur les citoyens les plus illustres et les plus dignes de con- 
fiance. Le ypafifiareits #car4 irpyraveLav a toujours ^t^ tir^ au sort parmi les 
prytanes. 

So Penndorf, Leipz. Stud, xviii, p. I35f., from another point of view ar- 
gues : lam quaeras, qui fiat, ut Aristoteles eum {i.e.y ypafi/xaria ttjs povXijs) 
neglexerit. Ac primum quidem id dubium esse nequit, quin revera ad 
ypaiAfMLT^a rrji /SovX^s fere vocatum spectent ilia verba, de quibus mode 
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the secretary who in Aristotle's day was KXrfpoyros was in earlier 
times x€ipoTov7iT6's, while it is universally held that the secretary 
;(CtpoTOK)7TOS was the ypafifmrev^ rrj^ PovXrjsy the only one of this 
character that existed in former times. The title ypafXfmT€vq Kara 
Trpvrav€iav I take to mean, the * secretary who held office prytany 
after prytany *, i.e., * for a series of prytanies *, and cite, in support 
of this interpretation of Kara TrpvTavctav, the common phrases KaO* 
17/Acpav, * day after day ' , * day by day * , * daily ' , and Kara it/qva. 
* month after month ' . 

There was no possibility of there existing at Athens such a 
thing as a professional class of secretaries ; for no individual could 
hold the office more than twice in a period of twenty years, and, 
as a matter of fact, in the whole period of Athenian history, there 
is not a single instance of the same person holding the office a 
second time. 

As to the body from which the secretary was elected by lot {yvv 
hi ycyovc KXiy/owTos) : — in the year 341-0 B.C., the secretary for the 
year was ' OviycrtTrTros 'A/5a<^i7vtos (C.I. A. II, 116), of the tribe Aigeis. 
Now, as it happens, we have a list of the senators of the tribe 
Aigeis for that year (Dittenberger, Sylloge 334 A ; Bull v, p. 
36iflf.), and ^ Ovrfo-nnroq ' Apa<l>T^vio<s is not among the number. Un- 

egimus : priore aetate illustrissimos ac j&delissimos homines scribas esse 
creates. Sed velim ea acriter attendas. Disserens enim de scriba KardL 
vpvTaveiaVy qui tunc erat, tradit haec : irpbrepov fikv olros ^v x€tporo>»i7r6$ — 
vvv dk yiyove icXi7pwr6s. Habet igitur priorem senatus scribam, qui sane 
secundum prytaniam ntutabatur^ eodem loco ac posteHoretn Karh. irpvTaveLav 
scribatn^ publicum^ sorte ductum. Idem manifestum fit his : koX yh.p iv rats 
<rriJXat$ - - o^to$ dvaypd<f>€Tai • scilicet in praescriptis decretorum exaratur 
ypa/ifjMTeifs 6 icarA irpvTaveiav olim senatorius tum publicus. Aristoteles 
autem- utrumque prorsus aequat, nisi quod unum significat discrimen : 
quondam creationem in usu fuisse, postea sortitionem. Recenset enim ilium 
suo iure inter Apx^s K\r)p<aTds. Cum autem depingendam sibi proposuerit 
eam rerum pubUcanim f ormam, quae ab Buclide restituta in posterum vigebat, 
dignum habet adnotatu, quae res hac aetate novatae sint ; et fuit ille scriba 
vel post BucUdem per aliquantum tempus x^V^'^o''^^ creatus. Neque vero 
meminit rei multo gravioris : scribas priore aetate revera quaque prytania 
mutatos fuisse senatores, posteriore autem magistratus publicos et annuos. 
Imtno duobus generibus non distinctis unatn quasi continuam eorum propa- 
gationem statuit. lam fieri non potest, ut simul disserat pristinum senatus 
scribam etiamtum exstare iuxta ypaiiyLar^a rbv Kard. TpvTavcLav. 
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fortunately for the settlement of the question, there are inscribed 
on the stone the names of forty- nine senators only. (See E. 
Gollob, Wiener Studien iii, p. 209ff.). There is left the pos- 
sibility that the fiftieth was the secretary for the year ; but, as 
the name was lacking on the stone when set up, it seems to me 
very unlikely that one of the ofiicers for the year would be passed 
by intentionally. I, therefore, hold that the secretary was not a 
senator, but was elected by lot from among the other members of 
the tribe. 

Two lists of the officers of the senate may here be considered. 

(i) C.I. A. II, 114 (343-2 B.C). 

[|ypa/A/AaT]c[|v]s Kara 7r[pvTa]vctav * 

KXcdcTTpaTos TLfwaOivovs AtytXtcvs 

iwl TCL ^rf<l>C(riJuiTa' 

Ai;/Ad<^iXo9 HavToXiovTOs * Ay pvXrjOev 
* \ \ /\ / . 

€7rt TO U€iJ)piKOV 

K.rj<l>La'o<l>(ov Ke<^aX(a)V09 'A<^i3vaios 

Pov\rj<s Ttt/Atat • 
'AvtikX^S * ApLaroKpaTOv^ KvSa^iyvatcvs 
^pofWKket^s ©/aacru/AiySovs 'Ayvovcrtos. 

(2) A. Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6 f. (335-4 B.C.) 

ypafifiarev^ Kara TT/ovravctav * 
Upo^evo^ Hvkayopov * A\€pSov(rLos 
ypafifJuiT€vs Tw Srjfi(a* 
avaypa<l>€vs * 
iirl TCL il/rf<l>L(rfJuiTa* 
avTLypa<l>€v^ ' 
rafjua^ ry fiovXrj ' 
TafiCa<s Twv ct5 TO avdBrjfJua ' 
KTJpvi. 

It must be noted that they are officers of the senate as a whole, 
not of a particular prytany, and, therefore, hold office for a year. 

The ypafificLT€v^ Kara irpvTavf.va.Vy KAcdcrr/oaTO? TLfiOKrOevov^ AtytXtcvs, is 

found in the preamble of two decrees of the year 343-2 B.C., 
C.I. A. IV 2, 114b and 114c, andll/od^cvosIIvXayd/oov'Axc/oSovo-tosmay 
be restored in the preamble of C.I. A. iv 2, 128b, 1. 2 (335-4 B.C.). 
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The oflficial €7rt ra il/rj<t>^a'fjLaTa has been usually identified with the 
ypa/A/uiaTci>5 rrjs fiovXrjs. This is clearly impossible. There is no 
reason for thinking him a secretary at all, anymore than the 
officer €7rt TO OewpiKov, who does not appear in the later list. This 
oflSce was probably abolished in 339 B.C., when the theoric was 
converted into a military fund. 

§ II. Restorations. 

360-9 B.C. The editor of C.I. A. 11 states that ^avTOKX[rjci] must 
belong to either 360-9 B.C. or 359-8 B.C. This being the case, 
he must belong to 360-9 B.C. 

359-8 B.C. Kct/otaSiy?, restored from C.I. A. 11, 672 and 996 
(there wrongly written [Eipea'Q^s)^ in both of which a man named 
'ZfiLKvOo^ comes from this derae, exactly fills the lacuna. 

358-7 B.C. There is no reason why [*l€]/50K[Xct]8i7s [ ] 

[Aa/A]7rT/5[cv5] (C.I. A. II Add., 82b) should not be assigned to this 

year. The preamble of C.I. A. 11 Add., 82b begins ['EttI ] 

[ dpx]ovTo^. The archon for 358-7 B.C., written thus, 

Kiyc^to-oSoTo, exactly fills the lacuna. 

356-5 B.C. [Ut^jcv? : I have accepted the conjecture of Eustra- 
tiadis (C.I. A. 11 Add., 66b, frg. A & B., editor's note). The 
father's name might be filled out thus, Ava-ifidxov. 

352-1 B.C. C.I. A. II, io5has[K]aA.A.ta8i75'; Koehler assigns it pos- 
itively to 01. 107, and picks out ®ueA.\os, the name of the archon 
for 351-0 B.C., as the name best suited to the lacuna. C.I. A. 11 
Add., 105b, has KaXXidBrj^ Eua)[w/Aciis €ypafiiJLa]T€V€y and is dated 

thus : ['Etti ](5 ?) dpxovTos. Koehler remarks, '* sud- 

jecz haec titulo 10^^ quia facile aliquis animum inducere possit 
utrumque fragmentum ad eundem annum referendum esse. Mihi 
quidem idonea causa cur sic statuatur non esse videtur. ' ' If with 
so considerable a discrepancy between the number of letters in 

©viXkov (written perhaps ©ucAAo) and [ ]?, one might take 

them to belong to the same year, it may be pardonable, perhaps, 
to restore 'Apto-roSiy/xo, which exactly fills the lacuna in C.I. A. 11 
Add., 105b and is no worse in C.I.A. 11, 105, than %vi\\o is in 
C.I. A. II Add., 105b. Aristodemos was archon in 352-1 B.C., 
and a secretary from Erechtheis was due to this year. 
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346-5 B.C. Penndorf, Leipz. Stud. 1897, p. 197 puts C.I. A. 
II, 75 and C.I. A. iv 2, i loc together, and completes the secre- 
tary's name as above. 

344-3 B.C. Koehlerdates C.I.A. 11, 11 1 in some year between 
348-7 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. Excepting the year 348-7 B.C. itself, 
344-3 B.C. is the only one available within this period, the name 
of the archon for which fits the lacuna. 

340-9 B.C. I have added a deme to the name of the secretary 
given in C.I.A 11, 117 from C.I A. 11, 809c, 1. 71 (325-4 B.C.), in 
which a person named Arjfioa-TpaTos ^Aa-irirov Kv^ijpptos, whom I 
take to be a son of the secretary for 340-9 B.C., is mentioned. 
The father's name is a pure conjecture. 

338-7 B.C. In C.I.A. II, 121, is mentioned a secretary named 

<^t'[A.t]7r7ro5 'AvTi<^ In C.I.A. 130, the following 

secretary is given, - - Etjrcato?. The latter inscription is dated by 
Koehler in some year between 356-5 B.C. and 336-5 B.C. (C.I.A. 
II, p. 58). The deme Etrcatos belongs to the tribe Akamantis. 
During this period there are only two years to which it could be 
ascribed, viz., 348-7 B.C., and 338-7 B.C. I have placed it in 
338-7 B.C., because, after restoring the common name, Antiphon, 
for the father of the secretary, Eircatos exactly fills the remaining 
space. 

336-5 B.C. HvTTCTatoiv is the only deme of the tribe Kekropis 
that fills the lacuna in C.I.A. iv 2, 128c. The name of the sec- 
retary's father [McAiyo-javSpov I have restored from C.I.A. 11, 943, 

in which the name MeXiycravSpos UvireraLwy occurs among the Statriyrat 

for 325-4 B.C. As the StaiTiyrat were all sixty years of age, it is 
not at all unlikely that he had a son old enough to be secretary 
in 336-5 B.C. 

335-4 B.C. The secretary's name is given thus : Ilpo^evo? 

[n ] I have filled up the lacuna from 

C.I.A. II Nov. Add., 567b (287-6 B.C.). In this inscription a 
man named Ilpd^cvos IlvXayopov 'AxcpSovcrtos makes the motion. 
He may have been the same person or perhaps his grandson. The 
name fits the lacuna exactly. (Since writing the above, an in- 
scription has been deciphered by A. Wilhelm, (see above p. 37) 
which contains the name as restored, with the title ypafifiarev^ Kara 
TTpvTaveiav, ) 
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334-3 B.C. In C.I. A. II, 230, we have Mvi;ort</>iA.os Mvi7<ro)v[os] 

[ s] €yf)afifidT€V€, In 334-3 B.C., Aiantis must have furnished 

the secretary, and, of the tribe Aiantis, there are only two demes> 
Ilc^ptSiys and ^Xiy/ocv?, that fill the lacuna exactly. 

331-0 B.C. In C.I. A. IV 2, 115b, a man from Kollytos is said 
to have been secretary. Koehler dates the inscription in 342-1 
B.C. The decree refers to the reception accorded certain ambas- 
sadors from Athens at Epidamnos and Apollonia, and commends 
the good-will shown them by two citizens, one of Epidamnos, 
and the other of Apollonia. The motion is made by a man named 

noA.vcvKT[o5 5<^i7T]rtos. In 343-2 B.C., a man named 

HoXvevKTos is known to have accompanied Demosthenes on an 
embassy to the Peloponnese and Acarnania. Koehler assumes that 
this is the embaSvSy referred to, and dates the inscription in 342-1 
B.C., because the deme of the secretary will not allow him to 
place it in 343-2 B.C. The deme of the secretary, in the light of 
present knowledge, as little allows it to belong to 342-1 B.C. It 
must belong to either 351-0 B.C. or 331-0 B.C., and from the fact 
that in the preamble we find iKKkyjcria iv Aiovvcrov, it must be dated in 
331-0 B.C. ; for this part of the preamble is found in no other de- 
cree before 338 B.C., and is just as much an anachronism in the 
year assigned by Koehler as it would be in 351-0 B.C. 

328-7 B.C. By assigning C.I.A. 11, 236, and C.I. A. rv 2, 178b, 
to the same year, the archon and the name of the secretary may 
be restored in the former, and the deme of the secretary in the 
latter.^ In both decrees the restorations suit the lacunae. 

§ 12. The Fifteen Years of Confusion between 322-1 
B.C. AND 307-6 B.C. 

At the beginning of the year 321-0 B.C., if not earlier, an 
oligarchic form of government had replaced the democracy. 
Simultaneously with this revolution came changes in the disposal 
of the decrees the greatly diminished demos passed. 

In the year 335-4 B.C., and again in some subsequent year, we 
know of the existence of an ofl&cial called 6 dvaypa<^cus. Of his 

^This restoration was suggested to me by Mr. C. O. Harris, A.B., of Cor- 
nell University. 
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duties we are told only that they were iTnfiiXea-Sai -njs dvaypac^^s roiy- 
ypafifiaTwv, No such title being found in Aristotle's IIoXtTcwi, it 
has been commonly held that the office did not come into exist- 
ence till after 325 B.C. This view has been positively disproved 
by the list of '' Mitglieder des Rathes'' given above (p. 37). 
The fact that he is not mentioned by Aristotle indicates one of 
two things, either that his duties were of very little importance, 
or that he was not a permanent official. His appearance in 335-4 
B.C., and again fifteen years later, precludes the latter alternative. 
When the state of affairs at Athens was normal, the official who 
attended to the registration of state documents would have had 
ceremonial rather than actual duties to perform. It was not an 
unusual thing at Athens to appoint an individual or committee to 
attend to the codification of the laws. The di/ay/5a<^cvs tojv vo/awi/, 
accused by Lysias* client in speech xxx, assumed importance only 
through the disorganization that attended the last years of the 
Peloponnesian War, and the overthrow of the democracy. So it 
was with the dvaypac^cv? Twv ypafijjidTiav. Before the Lamian War, 
he was probable a subordinate to the ypafifmrev^ Kara npvTavtCav and 
did clerical work in the Metroon. The official lirl ra \prj(f>L(TfjiAXTa 
was in all likelihood his colleague. Both are probably included 
among the a\Xot ypafifjuxreis ol iirl rots 8i;/A0(nW ypd/A/Aacriv mentioned 
in C.I. A. II, 61. The reorganization of the state in the form of 
an oligarchy brought about a reversal in the positions of the 
dvay/5a<^cv5 and the ypafXfixiTcv^ Kara TrpvTaveiav . Henceforth, the sec- 
retary was to be a prytany official — a member of the presiding 
prytany most probably. The registrar took from him the duty of 
publishing the decrees of the senate and assembly. This is 
clearly indicated by the presence of the name and title of the 
registrar in the preamble of the decrees, along with, and taking 
precedence over, the name of the secretary, and more clearly still 
by the fact that in the decree itself the dvaypa</>cvs, not the 
ypa/x/iarcvs as heretofore, is instructed to attend to the publication. 
The d.vaypa<t>€vq was in the past an officer of the senate as a 
whole and therefore aimual. He remained still an annual officer, 
and for the three years of the oligarchy we possess the names of 
the three registrars. 
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n ^ I Name and Deme of Registrar 



References 



321-0, ©/aacrvicX^? NavcrtKparovs ®/otacrtos|IV 2, 229b. 11,234. 
320-9! 'A/o;(€8tK05 NavKptVov Aa/A7rT[pcir]s IV 2, 192b, I92C. 

3T9-8i'E7riKov/50v rov crtov | II Add. , 299b. IV 

I 2, 299c 



Registrar 



Oineis 
Erechtheis 



During this period, the ypafjifmrev^ Kara 7rpvTav€Lav was a prytany 
officer. There were, therefore, thirty of them during the three 
years. Of these only the following remain : 



Year ; Name and Deme of 
B.C. ! Secretary 



321-0 

320-9; ®€pafi€vrf^ Ki/c^Kncvs 

320-9! [Nt] Ko8w/A05 'Ava- 

I [<^]Av[(r]Ttos 
319-81 



References 



IV 2, 192c. 
II, 191, 192. IV 
2, 192b. 



Tribe of I Tribe in 
Secretary Prytany 



Erechtheis 
Antiochis 



Erechtheis 
Antiochis 



The secretary again changed with the prytany, but, unlike the 
secretary before 363-2 B.C., belonged to the tribe in the prytany. 

Upon the restoration of the democracy at the end of Gamelion 
or the beginning of Anthesterion of the year 319-8 B.C., the old 
order of things was re-established. The dvaypa</>cvs, however, is 
never found afterwards, and, as he would undoubtedly have been 
mentioned among the qjl(t\.toi had he been in existence, the infer- 
ence is that the irate demos abolished the oflSce altogether. The 
secretary again assumed the duty of publishing the decrees (C.I. A. 
IV 2, 231b, 1. 67.) 

We know that it was upon the death of Antipatros that Poly- 
sperchon had the democracy re-established at Athens, and that 
Demetrios of Phaleron was one of the members of Phokion's 
party, who escaped their leader's fate by going into exile on this 
occasion. How long the demos controlled is uncertain : but we are 
informed that it was in the year 317 B.C., at some time later than 
the first of the month of Poseideon (Dec. -Jan.), that Kassandros, 
whose officer, Nikanor, had all the time held the Peiraeus, bade 
the Athenians receive back Demetrios of Phaleron as l-KifTrar-q^ or 
irpooraTiy? rcRi Si^fiov. Demetrios is said to have preserved the forms 



Secretaries Under Demetrios of Pkaleron, 



43 



of the democracy in their entirety. Whether the ypafifmrev^ Kara 
TTpyraveuLv was again chosen from the tribes in the official order 
cannot be decided. It seems probable that he was not ; for during 
the four years that immediately follow the expulsion of Deme- 
trios, at the end of 308-7 B.C., an official order of the tribes of 
the secretaries cannot be made out. The following is the list of 
secretaries for the period 318-7 to 307-6 B.C. : 



Name and Deme of Secretary 


References 


%kp(TvmTO^ *l7r7ro[ c] vs 


IV 2, 231b, 1. 36. 


KActy[ei/i;s — — 


II, 835. 


— — A]afi7r[Tp€vs] 


II, 222. 


— — — vcus 


II, 230. 


— - a)V09 'EA,cvcrtv tos] 


II, 231. 


- t 817s N a. . . ]os . I - 


II, 231. 


— a(r]av07rdv[7roju 11 o]Ta[|//.tos] ? 

— -OS 'Pa/Avowtofs 

— - o]vs ©o/5a[tcvsJ 


II, 238. 


II, 244. Hermes XV, p. 343. 


II» 245. 


*Apto-T 


IV 2, 245b. 


- 0% 


IV 2, 245d. 



The first secretary in the list belongs to the year 318-7 B.C. 
Unfortunately his deme name is incomplete. To no one of the 
others can the year be assigned. 

In the year 308-7 B.C., Demetrios Poliorketes got possession of 
the Peiraeus and Demetrios of Phaleron fled from Athens. It 
was not till the year 307-6 B.C., however, that Mounychia was 
taken and handed over to the Athenians and full liberty restored 
to the hr\iuyi. Out of gratitude to their deliverer, the Athenians 
added the two tribes, Antigonis and Demetrias, to the original 
number, and gave them the first and second places, respectively, 
in the official order. In 307-6 B.C., they for the first time had 
their representatives in the state offices. To them were assigned 
demes drawn from the old tribes. The names of all these re- 
allotted demes have not yet been agreed upon. Certain of them^ 
have, however, and of these alone I purpose to make use in the 
investigations which follow. 

^ Mr. P. O. Bates, Fellow of Cornell University, in his inaugural disserta- 
tion, "The Five Post-Kleisthenean Tribes," has presented the most ex- 
haustive treatment on the distribution of these demes. 
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§ 13. Officiai. Order of the Tribes in the Secretary- 
ship DURING THE LAST ThREE CENTURIES BEFORE ChRIST. 

With the year 293-2 B.C., the list of eponymous archons given 
by Dionysius of Halicarnassus ends. Diodorus Siculus carries us 
only through the year 302-1 B.C., and the newly discovered frag- 
ment of the * Parian Chronicle fails us at practically the same 
time ; so that from the year 293-2 B.C. on, we have to construct 
an archon-list from the stray references in the later Greek writers 
and the names found in the Inscriptions. 

A glance at the lists of archons offered by Meier in his Com- 
mentatio Epigraphica Secunda, by Neubauer in his Commenta- 
tiones EpigraphicaCy by Dumont in his Essai and Pastes 
^ponymiques^ by Unger in Philologus^ Homolle in the Bul- 
letin y and Schoeffer in the Pavly-Wissowa Real-Encyclopadie 
will satisfy anyone that unanimity has not yet been attained. 
Nevertheless, there are certain groups of two or more archons 
whose order, if not dates, no one can dispute. Obviously, it is 
upon the secretaries, who held office for the years designated by 
these groups, that we must depend for evidence as to the continu- 
ation or non-continuation of the official order of their tribes during 
the three centuries under consideration. 

These secretaries and archons are as follows : 

I 



Year\ 
B.C. ! 



Archon 



Name and Deme of Secretary 



303—2 lyCOStratOS jAto^vros AtowcroSoipov ^yov- 

I I o-tos 

302— i|Nikokles 'Nikcdv ©coSwpov HA-cd^cvs 

30 i-O; Klearchos MviycrapxCo? ]ov ILpoPa- 

A.tcrt05 



^ 



300-9 



Hegemachos 



299-8 Euktenion i©cd<^tA.os[Hcv]o[<^a)v]T05 Kc<^a- 
I I X.rj$€v 



4 
5 

6 

7 



Tribe 



Erechtheis 

Aigeis 
Pandionis 

*Leontis 
Akamantis 



II 



29o-9|Diokles 
289-8 Diotimos 



288-7 
287-6 



Isaios 
Euthios 



Hevo<^a)[v N]tK€OU *AXateu5 
Av<TL<TTpaTO<s [' A]ptcrro[/A]a;(OV 
Ilaiavievs 

Nav(n/x,ei/iys NavcrtKvSov XoXap- 
ycvs 



4 
5 

6 

7 



Aigeis 
Pandionis 

*Leontis 
Akamantis 



1 Mitth. 1897, p. 183 ff. 
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III 



283-2 
282-1 


Menekles 
Nikias Otr. 


' IcroK/oariys ^IcroKpaTOv 'AA.a)7rc- 


II 
12 


Aiantis 
Antiochis 


IV 


275-4 
274-3 


Polyeuktos 
Hieron 


X.aLp€<l>iov ^ ApxeoTpaTOV Kc<^a- 
\rj6ey 


7 
8 


Akamantis 
Oineis 




V 






242-1 
241-0 

240-9 


Kallimedes 
Thersilochos 


[KaA]A,tas KaXXtaSov TTXcd^cvs 
^LO^TO^ ^loyvrjTOv ^pedppLO^ 


4 

5 
6 


Aigeis 
*Pandionis 
Leontis 




VI 




188-7 
187-6 

186-5 


Sym machos 

Theoxenos 

Zopyros 


'Ap;(tKA.^S ©coSw/oov ©opucios 
Mcya/oto-TOs TLvppov Ai^a)vc[v]5 


6 

7 
8 


Akamantis 
*Oineis 
Kekropis 




VII 




169-8 
168-7 


Eunikos 
Xenokles 


Opda-LO^ 


I 
2 


Erechtheis 
Aigeis 




VIII 




129-8 
128-7 
127-6 

126-5 

125-4 
124-3 

123-2 

1 22-1 


Lykiskos 
Dionysios 
Theodorides 
Diotimos 
Jason 
Nikias and 
Isigenes 
Demetrios 
Nikodemos 


- ^AvaiiKpaTOV 'EXcvcrtVt05 

'ETTtyei/iys 'ETTtyci/ov Otvatos 
IX 


5 
6 

7 
8 

9 
10 

Hi 

12! 


^Ptolemais 
^Akamantis 
*Oineis 
*Kekropis 

Hippothontis 
* Aiantis 

*Antiochis 
Attalis 








II9-8 
II 8-7 


1 
Aristarchos 

Agathokles 


TeXio'TTj'S MiySctov Ilatavtcvs 
EvkX^5 Uei/dvSpov At^a[Xt8i7]s 


3 
4 


Pandionis 
Leontis 
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Nanteand Detne \ Name and Detne of 
0/ Secretary Prieil of Serapis 



137-6 

13^5: 
135-4 
134-3' 
133-2 

132-1 
131-0 
130-9 
129-8 Lykiskos 

128-7 Dionysios 

127-6 Theodorides 
126-5 Diotimos 

125-4 Jason 

i24-3Nikiasand 

Isigenes 

i23-2iDemetrios 

1 22- 1 ] Nikodemos 



120-9 

1 19-8 
rr»-7 
117-6 

1 16-5 
ii5-4Nausias 

"4-31 

I13-2J 



'Ai^iKpdrov 



™"; -r -, 

f *iivoSkis 'EAewt- 

"*] 

'AirTtas TputopwriQs 
Zf,vo,v ' kva4k<KTT^o% 

[KljJ^WToStupOS Au/J- 
Ne'iuI' AtUKOfOCUt 

AuKto-KO? 'Axapv*." 
' Aflijviiyopas M(Xi- 

iijjujjrpios MapaScu- 



Hippothontis 

Aiaiitis 
Antiochis 
Attalis 
Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandionis 

LeoRtis 

Ptolemais 
Akamaiitis 

Oineis 
Kekropis 

I Hippothontis 



Antiochis 

Attalis 



Aijfi^Tpios Iltpyao^-!] 
[Ajd/iuiv ty Mu^pi- 1 
[T>iA.*<«'Orpw4.;s 



5 Hal. 



Pandionis 
' Leon lis 
Ptolemais 



j2rp,.J 

raio! ritJoii ' Ajfupveiii 

{NlKOTTpOTO! lltipai- 
KuAXcaTpaTOs *Epoi- 



Oineis 

I Kekropis 



Hippothontis 
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Year 
B.C. 

1 1 2-1 

III-O 

1 10-9 
109-8 Jason 



Archon 



\ Name and Deme 
I of Secretary 



Polykleitos 



> 



108-7 
107-6 
106-5; 
io5-4;Menoites 



104-3 



Serapion 



<l>aLvov Aa/x.- 

TTTpCVS 



Name and Dem,e of 
Priest of Serapis 



2o<^ok[A.]^s A17- 



S€Xe);K09 *Pa//.vovo"t05 
^YffiiJTpios ' Ava<^A,v- 

CTTIO? 

Soxruov Oivaios 

'A 

Krf<l>L(n€0)^ (Gen.) 



*l7r7rovtKo[s 'l7r7ro]vLK- 



Tribe 



Aiantis 
Antiochis 

Attalis 
Erechtheis 



Aigeis 
Pandionis 
Leontis 
Ptolemais 

Akamantis 



XI 



Year 
B.C. 


Archon 


Name and Deme of 
Secretary 


References 


• 

1 


THbe 


33-2 


Diodoros 








32-1 


Lysandros 


Fatos Fatov *AXaicv5 


II Add., 489b. 


8 


Kekropis 


31-0 


Lysiades 










30-9 


De metrics 










29-8 


Demochares 


- - t](rT0KX€0V5 'AttoX- 


IV 2, 489c. 


12 


Attalis 


28-7 


• • • • XX • • • 











This evidence is conclusive. In all these groups except the 
last (XI), the tribes of the secretaries follow one another in the 
official order. Group V is the only one in which one might chal- 
lenge the disposition of the archons. If one does, he can cut it 
out altogether : he certainly cannot advance any arguments for a 
different disposition. All the other groups, except VIII, agree in 
their arrangement with that given in the Pauly-Wissowa Real- 
Encyc. In regard to VIII, Koehler's authority for the reading 
of C.I. A. Ill, 1014, seemed decisive. The dates to which these 
groups belong can also be assigned in a general sort of way. 
They are as follows : 

V, 242-1 B.C. 

VI, 188-7 B.C. 

VII, 169-8 B.C. 

VIII, 129-8 B.C. 



I, 303-2 B.C. 
II, 290-89 B.C. 

III, 283-2 B.C. 

IV, 275-4 B.C. 



IX, 119-8 B.C. 
X, 137-6 to 104-3 
B.C. 
XI, 33-2 B.C. 
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It will be seen that I-X are distributed with considerable regu- 
larity over the third and second centuries before Christ. Of these 
groups, X is the only one that requires explanation. The list of 
names at the right hand side is copied without alteration from 
Bulletin xvii (1893), P- i46f. It contains the names of Athenian 
priests of Serapis for the island of Delos. It is to be noticed, 
though it was not noticed by the editor, that the priests follow one 
another in the oflScial order of the tribes to which they belong. 
If there were two priests for one year, they were both chosen from 
the same tribe. (See 137-6 B.C., 120-19 B.C., 116-5 B.C. and 
especially 113-2 B.C.). Just as the official order distributed the 
secretaryship among the tribes, so it distributed the priesthood. 
But the analogy is closer still ; for in any given year the priest of 
Serapis and the secretary came from the same tribe. This is 
shown by three correspondences : 

1 (125-4 ^-C- ^^^ 124-3 B.C.). Nikias and Isigenes are 
shown by C.I. A. in, 1014 and Bull, xvi, (1892) p. 152, to have 
been joint archons for the year immediately following that of 
Jason. The secretary for Jason's year belonged to the ninth tribe, 
Hippothontis (C.I. A. 11, 460). Therefore, since the secretary for 
the next year but one after that of Nikias and Isigenes belonged 
to the twelfth tribe, Attalis (C.I. A. in, 1014 and n, 471, lines i 
and 6), it is certain that the secretary for Nikias and Isigenes' 
archonship belonged to the tenth tribe, Aiantis. Now, from an in- 
scription published in 'A^iyv. n, p. 134, and quoted by Homollein 
Bull. X, (1886) p. 17, n. I. we find that the priest of Serapis for 
the year of Nikias and Isigenes' archonship was Aiy/Aiyrptos 
*Ep/Atcrtov Ma/oa^(ovto5 of the tribe Aiantis. 

2 (109-8 B.C.). The secretary who held office for the archon 
year of Jason /actoi noXvVActTov was 'E7rt<^avi7s 'Ettk^civov AafnrTpev^ of 
the tribe Brechtheis {C.l. A. n, 461). The priest of Serapis for 

the same year was 'A Krj^KrUtd^i (Gen. ) of the tribe Erechtheis 

(Bull. VI, (1882) p. 323). 

3 (105-4 ^"^ io4~3 B.C.). It is shown by C.I. A. n, 465, lines 
28 and 33 that Serapion followed immediately after Menoites in the 
archonship. Therefore, the secretary for Serapion's archonship 
being 2o</>o[kA.]5s ^ti[M^pio\v 'I</>toYta8i;5 of the sixth tribe, Akaman- 
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tis, the secretary for Menoites' year must have belonged to the fifth 
tribe, Ptolemais, Bull, vii, (1883) p. 368, shows that the priest of 
Serapis for the same year was 'lTnr6viKo\^i l^nrjovticov ^Xvcvs of the 
tribe Ptolemais, 

Now, since we have seen that the tribes in the priesthood fol- 
lowed the ofl&cial order for the whole period, and that in three 
different years well distributed over the period the tribe of the 
priest and the tribe of the secretary coincided, it follows directly 
that the tribes in the secretaryship for the whole period also fol- 
lowed the official order, and coincided with the tribes in the priest- 
hood throughout. Therefore, as a period for which the official 
order of the tribes in the secretaryship can be demonstrated, we 
may set down the 34 years between 138-7 B.C. and 104-3 ^•^• 

The statement of the conclusions arrived at by a consideration 
of groups I-X is, that, wherever during the 200 years between 
304-3 B.C. and 104-3 B.C. we can determine the order of the 
secretaries, that order is the official order of the tribes to 
which they belong. 

A consideration of group XI will add a clause to this statement. 
It is obvious at once that, at the time to which this group belongs, 
a time customarily fixed at about 30 B.C., the tribes of the 
secretaries no longer followed the official order. Therefore, our 
new clause is: and that, when next after 104-3 B.C., or 
rather, as will appear later, after 96-5 B.C., /. ^., in 30 B.C., 
we can determine the order of the secretaries, that order is 
not the ofEcial order. 

Groups I-X — i. e. , the periods during which we can determine 
the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship — being so 
numerous and so well distributed over the 200 years under con- 
sideration, there is di prima facie probability that the official order 
remained unbroken throughout the whole period. That proba- 
bility I purpose to make a certainty by using the following list of 
secretaries and archons disposed upon the assumption that it was 
a certainty. 
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To complete the list of secretaries, I give the following names 
which have not as yet been assigned to any particular year. 



UNDATED SKCRBTARIKS. 



Name and Deme of 
Secretary 


References 


Archon 


- c/ocrf. /o]as - 

— BovJA.a'yo/o[ov — 


II, 310. 


-r]os 


II, 342. 




— vo[sJ 'l7r[7ro]ic[pfcTau — 


II. 344. 




- 'A/0fcOr]T[o.]l}[.o]v- 
S<00rTaT0[s] 'ALpMCTT 


II, 345. 




11,371- 


Thymochares 


— ei/]ovs Etf — oiys] 


IV 2, 371C. 




II, 372. 


Hagnias 


n/w)ic[X]^s 'Att — — 


II. 373. 


Theophemos 


* Apicrrofiaxfys ^Apurro 


II Nov. Add., 373b. 


Lysiades 


[©cJoSocrtos U€VO<f>d[y 


II, 377- 




npoxX^s Ile/oi — — 


II, 392. 


- ficTa thanarchides 


Ke<^aA.09 Kc<^aA.ov [ -9y]s 


II, 407. 




NfcK[av]a>/o — — 


IV 2, 407b. 




- <ov N. 


IV 2, 409b. 




©coXvTos [ - - ff]cv 


II, 418. 


Dionysios 


'IdurCDV ^AptCTTOKjp — — 


IV 2, 418b. 


Dionysios 


— o)]v 'Ayvo$€ov — 


II, 430, 495. 




HpaKXccDv Nav — — 


II, 433- 


Achaios 


Evav3pos — — 


IV 2, 463c. 


Phokion 



The dates of Group I, for which see p. 44, are fixed positively 
by the lists of archons given by Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Dio- 
dorus Siculus and the Parian Chronicle. We are certain, there- 
fore, that in the year 303-2 B.C. the tribe which furnished the sec- 
retary was Erechtheis. The list on the right hand side contains the 
tribes disposed in the ofl&cial order with Erechtheis in 303-2 
B.C. as a starting point. In constructing this list it is assumed 
that it was in 229-8 B.C. or thereabouts, that the tribe Ptolemais 
was added to the twelve previously existing, and given the 
seventh place in the ofl&cial order between Leontis and Akaman- 
tis. This date, 229-8 B.C., is the one for which there is most^ 
evidence. It is also assumed that it was in 200 B.C. that the 
tribes Antigonis and Demetrias were dropped and the tribe Attalis 



* For best treatment of this point see the dissertation of Mr. F. O. Bates, 
cited at p. 43 above. 
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added, and given the twelfth, or last place, in the official order. 
This date is sufficiently attested by Livy and Polybius to be quite 
certain. With the official order of the tribes in the secretaryship 
demonstrated for so many <;roups of years between 304-3 B.C. 
and 104-3 B.C., it would be strong testimony to its unbroken con- 
tinuation throughout, if the events, recorded in the inscriptions 
which give us the .secretaries, as dated upon the supposition that 
the official order was unbroken, agreed in their chronologplcal se- 
quence with the narratives of them found in the works of the 
later Greek historians. This agreement we have throughout. 
But we have stronger testimony still ; for in four widely separated 
years we can show that the secretary, who held office for each of 
these years, did, as a matter of fact, belong to the tribe i)ostulated 
for that year by an unbroken official order. These four years are : 

(i) 268-7 B.C. 

(2) 168-7 B.C. 

(3) 125-4 B.C. 

(4) 97-6 B.C. 

(i) According to a notice prefixed to a fragment of Antigonos 
of Karystos, the philosopher Polemon died in the archon.ship of 
Philokrates (E[rwin] R[ohde], Literarisches Centralblatt, 1882, 
p. 58). The original Greek version of Eusebius' Xpovcica, and the 
Latin translation of them by Hieronymus, agree in assigning the 
death of Polemon to the year 268-7 B.C. (Vol. II, p. 120 and 121, 
ed. A. Schoene, 1866). The secretary for the year of Philokrates 
archonship was 'Hyiyo-tTnros * ApuTTo/jiaxov McXiTcvs (C.I. A. rv 2, 331c.) 
of the tribe Demetrius. It will be .seen from the list of tribes that 
the official order demands a .secretary from Demetrias for the year 
268-7 B.C. 

(2) In the papyrus rolls from Herculaneum, Col. XXVII (Phil. 
Suppl. II, 1863, p. 543, quoted by Dumont, Pastes ifeponymiques 
d*Ath&ne.s, p. 18), we read : 

* Ayafwjo-Tcop 8c /xera Tt^v Uepcrewq [aX]aKriv Ai . as vtos cSv noXv^ei^ov 
€7rt HevoKXeot/s rrjv SlttoXvo'lv tov pCov irroii^aaTO . 

The battle of Pydna was fought on the Roman^ 4th of Sept. , 
or on the 22nd of June, of the Julian calendar, in the year 
168 B.C. (Mommsen, History of Rome, Vol. II, p. 355), andPer- 

^ This date is determined by an eclipse of the sun. 
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seus was captured a short time afterwards. This would be in the 
Attic year 168-7 B.C., and surely the Greek quoted above means 
nothing, if not that Xenokles was archon in that year. The 
secretary for the year of Xenokles' archonship was S^cvcSi^/aos 
*Acric(X)777ria8ou Tct^pao-fcos of the tube Azg-ezs (C.I. A. iv 2, 44 id.) 
According to the unbroken ofl&cial order Aigeis should have the 
secretaryship in 168-7 B.C. 

(3) Phlegon of Tralles (Mirabilia X ; Rerum Naturalium Scrip- 
tores, ed. Keller I, p. 75 f.) says : 

^^ytwrjOri kol iwl'^difirf^ dvSpoywo^^ ap)(OVTOs * A0rjv7j(TLV 'lacrovos, VTra- 
T€v6vT<av iv Tiofjiy M.dpKOv IlX.a(y)Tiov Kal Aovklov Kaviviov . . . 'Yij/aLOv koI 

MapKOV ^OvXpLOV ^XaKKOV. 

According to Mommsen (C.I.L. i, p. 534 f.), the consuls for the 
year^ 125-4 B.C. were, M. Plautius Hypsaeus and M. Fulvius 
Flaccus, and those for the year 2-1 B.C., Octavius Augustus and 
M. Plautius Silvanus (C.I.I/, i, p. 548 f.). h.ssuffecti\.o the last 
mentioned pair Baiter, Fasti Consulares, p. LX sq. (Cic. Op. ed. 
Orelli Vol. VIII), adds Q. Fabricius and L. Caninius Gallus. As 
Keller (praefatio, p. LXV), says: '' neglegentioris librarii ab illo 
M, Plautio ad hunc alterum aberrasse videaniur. ' ' 

The secretary for the year of Jason's archonship was 
- ' Kva^LKparov 'EXcvcrtvtos (C.I. A. II, 460) of the tribe Hippo- 
thontis. This tribe an unbroken official order demands for the 
year 125-4 B.C. 

(4) There is published in Bull, iv, (1880) p. 190, the following 
Delian inscription : 

Ep/Ltal'crrat', ' ATroWwvtaoTat, UocrctSwvtacrTat, ot yevofievot ctti VTrdroiV 
Tvatov ¥iopvrf\LOv A.€vt6Xov kol UottXlov Alklvlov Kpacrcrov, iwl iiniJicXrfTOv 
^ T^s viycrov Mt/Sciov tov M-rfSeiov Ileipaica)?, tov 'HpaK\rjv AviOrfKav, 
d<l>upa}cravT€s HpaKXcZ Kal 'iTaXtKots. 

Cn. Cornelius Lentulus and P. Licinius Crassus were consuls at 

Rome in the year 97-6 B.C. (Mommsen C.I.L. i, p. 537). Evi- 
dently Medeios was epimeletes of Delos in the same year. Now, 

^ I have followed Mommsen here rather than Baiter, who puts M. Plautius 
H)rpsaeus and M. Fulvius Flaccus in 126-5 B.C. ; for Mommsen's calcula- 
tions were made 25 years later, in 1863, and are based upon more complete 
evidence. Schoeffer, Dumont, HomoUe, Meier and others follow Mommsen 
likewise. 125-4 ^-C. is, I think, to be ascribed with certainty to Jason. 
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Medeios was epimeletes of Delos twice, once under the first 
archonship of Argeios (C.I. A. ii, 985D, 1. 13 and 14), and again 
under the second archonship of Argeios in the following year. 
On this point Homolle (Bull, iv, (1880) p. 191, n. 2), says : 

* *' L'.ann6e suivante, sous le deuxi&me archontat d' Argeios, il 
remplit les nifemes fonctions ; mais il s* agit 6videmment ici de la 
premiere iirifiiXeia^ puisqu 'on n' a pas 6crit iinfiiX.rjTov rb Scvrepov.** 

This objection to the second Imyiiktui will not hold ; for in 
C.I. A. II, 985D, 1. 30, there is no ro 8cutc/oov added to distinguish 
the second archonship of Argeios. 

The secretary for the archonship of Medeios, between which and 
the second archonship of Argeios there fell three years, was <&iA.fcW 
^tXtWos 'EXcvcrtVtos, of the tribe Hippothontis (C.I. A. 11, 467). 
The secretary for Argeios' second year, therefore, belonged to the 
tribe Erechtheis, and this is the tribe required for 97-6 B.C. by an 
unbroken official order from 304-3 B.C. on. 

The coincidence between the tribe postulated for the secretary 
by the unbroken continuation of the official order, and the tribe 
which the inscriptions show to have held the secretaryship, in 
any one of the four years, would alone be sufficient, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, to make the unbroken con- 
tinuation of the official order all but certain. No uncertainty 
whatsoever remains when all four are considered together ; for, 
although there might be a difiference of opinion as to whether 
Xenokles, Jason and the second Argeios belonged to the years 
168-7 B.C., 125-4 B.C., and 97-6 B.C., or to 167-6 B.C., 126-5 
B.C., and 96-5 B.C. respectively, yet, when we string the three 
years on the official order of their tribes (which official order 
groups VII, VIII, IX, and X given above demonstrate), the in- 
tervals between the figures of each set of years make the former 
set alone possible. For instance, if Jason were put in 126-5 
B.C., as Baiter supposed, Xenokles would have to be put in 169-8 
B.C. But in Xenokles' archonship, Perseus King of Macedon 
was made a prisoner by the Romans, an event which did not take 

^ I wish I knew Homolle 's authority here. For if the second hrifiiXeia of 
Medeios is not sufficiently vouched for, it might be thought that the official 
order of the tribes in the secretaryship stopped when that of the tribes in 
the priesthood of Serapis did, somewhere between 104-3 B*^- ^^d loi-o 
B.C. (see C.I.A. 11, 985B, 1. 57). 
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place till after the battle of Pydiia in the early part of the Attic 
year 168-7 B.C. Xeiiokles, therefore, could not have belonged 
to the year 169-8 B.C., nor Jason to the year 126-5 BCi- 

§ 14. TpafifiaT€v<; Kara TrpvraveCav. Fpa/A/Aarcv? tov 
hijfiov, Ilepl TO firjfia. 

It is perfectly evident that the persons said in the preambles of 
decrees to have been secretaries were, during the third and second 
centuries, as during the fourth, all holders of one and the same 
dpxn- This the official order of their tribes proves. It is equally 
as evident that the person, said in the preamble to have been sec- 
retary, is identical with the secretary who had the decree pub- 
lished ; for the only object sought in putting his name in the 
preamble was to certify that the publication was made by him 
and was therefore official. When, therefore, we find mentioned 
two different titles in connection with the publication of decrees 
it must be that they both belong to the same official. 

For these and other reasons, the conclusion was reached that 

ypafifJuaT€vs rrjs ^ovX^s and ypafjLfJLaT€v<s Kara irpvraveiav were different in 

title only. The same reasons prove that ypaixfrnrev^ Kara Trpvravdav 
and ypafjLfmrevs tov Siy/xov were titles for one and the same official ; 
for, just as in the period between 358-6 B.C. or 354-2 B.C. and 318-7 
B.C., we find the officer who had the decrees published called, in 
one decree ypafifxareus Kara 7rpvTav€Lav, and in another y/Mtfi/uuxTcvs t^9 
PavXrjs, so, in the period between 307-6 B.C. and 237-6 B.C. (omit- 
ting C.I. A. II, 415, and iv 2, 535d as uncertain), we find the officer 
who posted up the decrees given, now the title ypafifmrw Kara 
TrpvTttvctav, and again ypafifiar^vs tov Sijfxov, while all the time the 
names given in the preamble followed the official order of their 
tribes. 

Of the inscriptions which have ypafifrnTcv^ tov 8i}/aov, the follow- 
ing belong to the latter part of the fourth or the beginning of the 
third century : C.I. A. 11, 273, 275, 282, 286, 293, 310, 367, 368?, 
530; IV 2, 296e, 318c, frg. b., 1. 15, 374c, 513b, and5i3i ; the follow- 
ing are dated, (Plut.), Lives of the Ten Orators, p. 852E, in Anaxi- 
krates' archonship 307-6 B.C., C.I.A. iv 2, 345c, 1. 34 in Ourios' 
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archonship 285-4 B.C., C.I. A. 11, 334 in Diomedon's archonship 
270-9 B.C., Diog. Laert., VII lof. in Arrheneides' archonship 
263-2 to 261-0 B.C. ?, and C.I. A. iv 2, 385c, 1. 28 in Heliodoros* 
archonship 237-6 B.C. ; and the following are very doubtfully 
dated, C.I. A. 11, 415, circa 197 B.C., and C.I. A. iv 2, 535d 
(where ypafxfjuarev^ tov ^fiov should be read) * twv wpo ILpurrov 

pUifiXUKiOV )(p6viOV ' . 

The two decrees which purport to be published by the ypa/A/uATcvs 
T^s Povkrj^ Koi TOV ^fJuov are C.I. A. 11, 146 (356-336 B.C.), and 
C.I. A. II, 309 (post 290-89 B.C.). 

Koehler has restored the former thus : 

[tov 8c ypafifjuaTea. t]^s )8ovX^s [*cat tov ^fJLOv ? dvaypai/raji toSc to 
tl/[rj<l>i(rfjui icTT-qXtj \iOlv€]l . 

In.stead of this Schaefer, De scribis senatus populique Atheni- 
ensium, p. 35f., suggests: 

[tof 8c ypafifW.T€a t]^s )3ovX^s [cv dK/soTroXct dvaypai/ra]i ToSe to \frriffii<rfJUCL 
kt\. 

C.I. A. II, 309 appears in the Corpus thus : 

[dvaypdi/^at 8c to \ffri<t>ia'fk\a tov ypafifJUiTea t^s P[ov\rj^ kol tov 817/Liov Kal 
(rT^rjcai iv d»c[p]o7roX€t, ct[9 8c Trfv Troiycrtv t^s OTiyXiys p.epio'ai] tov[s]] iwl 
Ty 8totKi7cr[ct to dvoXw/xa]. 

If T^s P[ov\r}<s] is correct, I think the following reading preferable, 
though by no means certain : \\ov SiKaarji^piov Kara tov^ v6fjt,o[y^ *] 

[dvaypctl/rat 8c To8£| to i/^Tj<^tO'/ut]a tof ypap,p,aT€a Trjs )8[ouX^s iv (TT-qXy^ 
[XlOlIvtj kol o-T^o-Jat iv aKpowoXeL ' €t[s 8c ttjv Troiyo'tv t^s crTiyXjiysJ 
[/utcptcrcu] TOv[s] CTTt Ty 8tot*ci7or[ct TO avaXoifJUi]. 

This has the merits at least of supplying two important parts of 
the formula, to8c, and iv a-r-qXy XiOivrj, and of making the last three 
complete lines of equal length, as is usual in o-tolxv^^^ inscriptions 
of this time. As printed in the Corpus, the lengths range all the 
way from line 15, which has 35 letters, to line 35, with 42. The 
new readings promised by A. Wilhelm will probably change the 
restorations materially. Whatever the correct readings in C.I. A. 
II, 146 and 309 may be, it is safe to say that they are not those of 
the Corpus; for these identify the ypapLfmTevs t^s fiovXy^ koi tov 
SrjpAJv with the ypafjifjMTevs t^s fiovXrjs, ypa/A/xaTci»s tov 8i;/aov or 

ypafjLfjua.T€v% KaTa irpvTaveCav, as he is differently named, and this is 
impossible. 
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In only one case is the title ypafifiarev^ tov StJ/jlov found except in 
connection with the publication of decrees. This is in C.I. A. 11, 
329 (273-1 ? B.C.). Here among the officers of a prytany 
and of the senate commended by the SrjfAos is included the 
ypafifiarev^ rov Siy/Aov, Neoptolemos. In several other decrees of the 
same character - such as C.I. A. 11, 393 and 394 (post 229-8 B.C.), 
431, 1. 45 (220-9 B.C.), and 441 — the title found is ypafifiartv^ rrj^ 
fiovXrjs Kal TOV Srjfiov (see § 1 6). It is possible that ypafifULrev^ rov 
Sijfiov is but an abbreviated form of this title. In that case 
Neoptolemos had nothing to do with the publication of decrees, 
and could under no circumstances have had the title ypa/ut/xarcvs 
Kara irpvTaveiav applied to him. As analogous variations from 
the title y/aa/A/xarcvs rrj^ povXrj^ Kal tov Siy/w-ov, we may cite in A. 
Wilhelm, Bericht, p. 6f ypafifiarevs t<o Siy/Aw, in C.I. A. ii, 865 
(circa 380 B.C.), ypa/ut/Aarcvs tyj fiovXy Koi T<p Siy/Aw and in C.I. A. 
IV 2, 872b (probably a little later), iii, 1038 (circa 175 A.D.), 
III, 1045 (circa 180 A.D.), y/oa/x/Aarcvs fiovXrj^, These facts 
merely indicate that, except in stereotyped formulae, the title 
of a secretary was not rigidly fixed. It maj- be, on the 
other hand, that the ypafXfmTevs rov Srjp,ov mentioned in C.I. A. 11, 
329, is the one more commonly designated ypap.fmTev's Kara wpvTaveiav. 
In this case, he is, of course, different from the ypafifmrtvs ttjs 
PovXrj^ Kal TOV Srjfxov found in C.I. A. II, 393, 394, 431, and 441. 

From the time the title y/oa/x/w-arcvs tov St^/xov disappears, the 
ypafifMLTtv^ KaTa irpvravdav continues to be alone connected with the 
publication of decrees. Elsewhere, this same officer is found 
among the lists of the dio-tTot, or annual officers. He is given his 
stereotyped title ypafip/xTev^ Kara wpvTaveuxv in two of these lists only 
(C.I. A. Ill, 1030 and 1038). In the rest, all of which belong to 
the latter part of the second, or the beginning of the third century 
after Christ (C.I. A. iii, 10, 1020, 1029, 1031, 1032, 1034, 1040, 
1041, 1042, 1048, 1051, 1064, and 1073), the same officer is called 
TTcpl TO p^fm. This probably was the title by which he was pop- 
ularly known at that time. The identity of the person called 

ypafJLpjaTev^ KaTa irpvraveiav and Trcpt to prfpja is shown, (l) by the fact 

that in the lists of the dto-trot, when one appears, the other is 
absent, and (2) by C.I. A. iii, 10 (209-10 A.D.), where in the pre- 
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amble of the decree, "PoScuv KoXAiorov Ma/wi^wvtos is said to have 
been secretary, while in the list of annual oflScers, dto-trot, posted 
at the end of the decree, he is designated ircpl to p>r\iija., 

§ 15. FpaiiiiaTev^ iirLToif^ poiiov^. 

The secretary who comes second in the treatment of Aristotle 
may have had this title. His duties were much the same in 
regard to the vofioiy as were those of the ypofi/xaTcvs Kara wpwaveCav 

in regard to the \lrrj<f>Ca-fJuaLTa. The ypafifjuariv^ Kara ir/avravctav, how- 
ever, had to have certain of the il/rf<f>i(rfmra inscribed on stone, 
whereas none of the vofwi were so treated. It is, indeed, entirely 
owing to the fact that so many of the ^<^Mr/xaTa have come down 
to us in this way, that we are able to add to the knowledge 
concerning their curator which we derive from Aristotle. Had 
we as many laws, we might be able to do the same for the 
ypa/m/xarcvs ivl tovs vofiov^ ; as we have none, we are obliged to con- 
tent ourselves with what Aristotle tells us. 

§ 16. Tpafifiareif^ rrj^ /Sovkrj^ kol tov Sijfiov, 

This is a title found, with one exception, only in the class of 
inscriptions called by Koehler * catalog! prytanum ' . Of these 
catalogi there are three sets : 

(i) Those of the first set belong to the fourth century B.C., 
and were inscribed upon offerings dedicated by the prytanes in re- 
turn for honors awarded them by the senate and people. At the 
end of the list of prytanes, the name of the ypafifiarcvs T17S povX-^s 
Kal TOV ^flov is frequently, though not invariably, given. Of these 
names we have the following : 

C.I. A. II, 865 (early part of 4th cent.). Pandionis. 

[ypa/AJ/Aareus ry fiovXrj Kal t<J 8i^/Aa> 
.... XeCSrj^ ^tXodiJpov €^ Otov, 

C.I. A. II, 867 (378-7 B.C.). Akamantis. 

- - €y]pa/A[/ut]aTCVCv tq fiov\rj[L Kal t<5 8i;/xa)i]|. 

C.I. A. II, 869 (middle of 4th cent.). Antiochis. 

ypafJifJUiT€vs Trj^ jSovXrj^ Kal rov Si;/aov 
Upovdmjs Upoifvov UpcxTTraXTtds. 
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C.I. A. II, 870 (middle of 4th cent.). Aigeis. 

yp[a]fi/Aarcv9 \j^ fiovXy icat T<f ^Vf^ 

C.I. A. IV 2, 871b f middle of 4th cent.). Pandionis. 

ypafifiarcvs rqs pov[X.rj^ Ka]i tov ^fwv 
Aa>pos ^fUKvOov MeX6rev9. 

C.I.A. IV 2, 872b (undated). Leontis. 

Excepting the officials chosen from among the prytanes them- 
selves {e.g,^ Tafiia^ T^s <l>v\rj<Sf (rvXXoyeU, UpoiroLOi), the [dvrtjypa^cvs 
(C.I.A. II, 865), and the ypafifmrevs rrj^ povXrj^ Kal rov S-qfxov are 

the only officers mentioned in these lists. The dvT€ypa<^cvs held 
office for a year (Aeschin. Ill, 25). 

(2) The inscriptions of the second set are distributed over the 
third and second centuries before Christ. In them, the lists of the 
prytanes and officers are attached to the decrees of the senate and 
people in which they are commended. Besides the names of the 
prytany officers {e.g,^ rafttas, y/aafi/Aarcvs, Icpevs tov CTrwvv/Ltov), there 
are g^ven those of some of the state officers, such as o ra/Atas rrj^ 

fiovX-rj^, 6 K^pv$ rrj^ fiovX^s Kal rov SrjjJLOVy 6 VTroypa/A/tuiTCvs, and among 

them, the ypafAfmrevs rrj^ fiovX^^ Ktu rov ^T^fiov, Of the latter there 
are found the following : 

C.I.A. II, 393 (post 229-8 B.C.). 

[6 ypa/A/ittTcjvs Tiys fiovX-q^ Kal rov ^fJLOV 
S(i>(ri7r7ro9 ----- cvs. 

C.I.A. II, 394 (post 229-8 B.C.). Hippothontis. 

[6 ypafXfJLaT€vs rrjs ^ovX^^ Kal rov 8iy]/A0v 
fcvo - - - - . 

C.I.A. II, 431, 1. 45 (220-9 B.C.). Leontis. 

[o ypa/Afi]aT[cvs rrjsi] povX[rj^ Kal tov 817/AOv] 

C.I.A. II, 441 (undated). 

o ypa/A/AttTcvs [rrjs fiovXrj^ Kal tov SrjfjLOv] 

For C.I.A. II, 329 see above p. 65. 
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(3) The inscriptions of the third set belong to the second cent- 
ury after Christ. In them, along with the names of the prytanes 
and their officers, appear those of the dto-trot, and among the lat- 
ter, in the following inscriptions, is found the ypafxfmrevs 
povX^^ Koi 817/Aov : C.I. A. Ill, 1029 (167-8 A. D.), 1030 (168-9, 
A.D.), 1031 (169-70 A.D.), 1032(170-1 A.D.), 1034 (170-1 A.D.), 
1040 (183-4 A.D.), 1041 (185-8 A. D.), 1042, 1044, and 1048. In- 
stead of ypa/A/AttTCvs PovXrj^ Koi Sijfjiov, in C.I. A. Ill, IO38 (175 ? 
A.D.) and 1045, is found the abbreviated title ypafjLfmrevs Pov\rj<s. 
There can be no doubt as to the identity of the two. 

The one inscription in which the title ypafifmrths t^s fiovXrj^ koI 
Tov S^fjLov occurs, outside of the * catalogi prytanum \ is C.I. A. 11, 
488 (about 30 B.C.). Here, at the end of a decree, is read : 

[toJvto to [j/oy<^t(r/uia iv Mupt'Jvj; 6 cttI t[ous OTrXctVas (rTparrjyo^ kol 

6 K]rjpv$ [t^s c]^ ' Apetov wdyov fio[y\rj^ Koi 6 ypafifjLaTev^ 7^9] fiovXrj^ Kal 

TOV 817/utov. What they are to do with the i/^i7<^to-/uta is not known. 

It is, therefore, apparent that there existed at Athens, during 
the fourth, third, second, and first centuries before Christ, and dur- 
ing the second century after Christ, an official called ypa/A/xarcvs 
fiov\rj<s Koi 8tJ/aov. Was the apxn held by the persons denoted by 
this title the same during the whole period ? There can be no 
reasonable doubt that it was. If so, it is evident that it was an 
annual office. After Christ it certainly was ; otherwise, the name 
of its holder would not appear among those of the dto-trot. Now, 
among the dtfo-trot there is found the name of no officer, who in the 
last four centuries before Christ is known to have held office for 
the time of one prytany only. Any that were prytany officers in 
earlier times, eg-., ypafifjuiTtv^ povXevTiov, are mentioned among the 
prytanes themselves. On the other hand, among the dto-trot are 
found several officers, who in the centuries before Christ were 
yearly magistrates, e.g.y ypa/ut/xarcvs Kara TrpvTavctav, dvrtypa^cvs. 
These facts go to show that prytany offices remained prytany 
offices, and annual offices remained annual offices throughout this 
whole period. The inference may therefore be drawn that, dur- 
ing the fourth century, B.C., the ypa/A/Aarcvs fiovXrj^ kol S17/X01; was 
an annual magistrate. Hence, at the time Aristotle wrote the 
^AOrjvaLtov UoAtTcta, there existed at Athens a yearly secretary with 
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that name. The ypafiimrevs )3ovA^s koI S-qfj,ov must, therefore, 
be one of the three described by him. He is clearly not the 
first. The second had the laws under his care and had nothing 
whatever to do with the prytanes. He can only be the third, the 
one of whom Aristotle says (Ath. Pol. 54, 5) : x^^po^o''^^ ^^ 'f«*^ o 

^fio^ ypafjifULTea rov Siyayvoicrofxevov avroi {i.e. rto 3i;/Aa>) *cat rrj fiovXyy Koi 
ovTo^ ovScvos i(TTL KvpLos oW rj Tov dvayvcovai. 

Why then is his name found in the 4th century ^ catalogi pry- 
ianvm ' ? The same question must be asked in the case of the 
hm.ypa<i>€v<s. The di/Tiy/3a<^€us presented to the people, at the end of 
each prytany, the accounts of the monej' received and expended 
by the prytanes. The ypafAfmrev^ fiovXrj^ koI Siy/mov read to the peo- 
ple, at the request of the presiding prytanes, all documents such 
as TrpoPovXevfiaray \l/rj<l>L(riJuiTa, etc. What is there surprising in the 
presence of their names among those of the prytanes adjudged to 
have acquitted themselves best during the year ? Their reports 
and attainments would, no doubt, have done much to secure the 
honours for the prytanes in question. It is noteworthy, in this 
connection, that the ypa/A/AaTcus PovXrjs /cat 817/Aov was chosen by 
popular election, not by lot. Not every citizen could make his 
voice heard throughout the ekklesia, and the 8^/w,os must at least 
hear the proposals of the prytanes. 

When the secretary under consideration is bidden to read a 
document, he is usually called simply 6 ypafifmrevs (C.I. A. 11, 
114A, 1. 9f., Aeschin. Ill, 100, Dem. XX, p. 485, Thucyd. VII, 10, 
where the rrj^s ttoXcws is bracketed by Herwerden, Stahl and Hude, 
SandysAth. Pol.,Ch. 54, 5n.). In (Plut.) Lycurg. 84iFhe iscalled 
ypafifmT€vs t^s ttoXccds. In A. Wilhelm, Bericlit, p. 6f. he is called 
ypafjLfmrev^ tw 817/^,0), an abridgement of what in C.I. A. 11, 865, 
867, and 870, we find as ypafifxarev^ rr} ^ovXy koI t<S SijfjL(a, So in 
C.I.A. II, 329, ypafifxarevs l3ov\rj<s kol SijfjMv is perhaps abbre- 
viated to ypafifjuiTtv^ TOV 817/Aov, and in C.I.A. iv 2, 872b, iii, 
1038, and 1045, to ypafAfxarevs t^s./SouX^s. The probability is that 
he had no fixed title at all, but was most, commonly called 
ypafifmrev^ t^s PovXrj^ koi tov St^/jlov, The uniqueness of his duties 
would distinguish him suj0&ciently in any case. 
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These duties were to read letters, new laws, psephismata, pro- 
bouleumata and other documents of all kinds to the senate and 
assembly. Ouros ouScvos Ifm Kvpuo^ dAA' ^ rov dvayvoivae, says Aris- 
totle. His name is, therefore, wrongly restored in C.I. A. ii, 146, 
and 309, and he is wrongly identified with the ypa/A/xarcus rov 
Srjfiov found in the inscriptions cited above, p. 6^f, ; for he was 
not the officer who attended to the publication of decrees. 

§ 17. Tpa/ifiaTev^ npyrdvewv. Tpafi/iaTev^ fiovXevrcjv, 

In the * catalogi prytanum * of the second set, there is mentioned 
a secretary with the title ypa/ut/Aarcvs irpvravcwv. In those of the 
first set, this name is wanting. The presumption is that he did 
not exist in the fourth century. In the three following centuries 
he was a member of the presiding prytany (C.I. A. 11, 329). It is 
unlikely that he was elected by lot. His associate, the Ta/itas, 
certainly was not (C.I. A. 11, 431). His duties were ras OvaCa^ 

Ov€iv Tracras ras KaOrfKOvaa^ iv tq irpvraviCcg. virip r€ rrj^ fiovXrj^ koI 
Tov S)//Aov * €7rifi€A.€6<r^a€ 8c KOI rStv 5AAo)v dirdvTOiv (C.I. A. II, 43 1). 

In the third set of ^ catalogi prytanum \ an official correspond- 
ing to the ypa/AfuiTcus 7rpvrav€a>F, but with the title ypafijMiTevs 

povXevTuiv, appears. There can be no reasonable doubt that he is 
the same. He is still a prytany officer, and is not registered 
among the aia-irot,. 

§ 18. Tpaii/jLarev^ rcov TafiLiov rrj^ deov. TpafifiaTev^ rZv 
TafiLcop TT79 Oeov /cat tcop dW(op Oeoiv. 

For the period 434-3 to 407-6 B.C. inclusive, we have a 
tolerably complete list of the secretaries of the treasurers of 
Athens. It is as follows : 
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During two periods, 434-3 to 430-29 B.C. inclusive, and 416-5 
to 413-2 B.C. inclusive, the tribes of the secretaries follow one 
another in the reverse of their official order. 

For the next number of years, the treasury boards of Athena 
and of the Other Gods were united, and had a secretary in com- 
mon. Of these secretaries the following remain : 



Year 


Name and Deme of 


References 


THbe of 


B.C. 


Secretary 


Secretary 


406-5 






*Akamautis 


40.S-4 






*Leontis 


404-3 




*Pandionis 


403-2 


— — as KoAAvTcvs 


IV 2, 642b. 


Aigeis 


402-1 


KX€t(ro<^os Evwvrv/Acvs] 


II, 642\ 


Erechtheis 


401-0 




*Antiochis 


400-9 0€/o(rt'[Ao]xos OtFatos 


11,643, 645. 


Aiantis 


399—8 Xatp[t]<i)v ' EXcvcrti/tos 


II, 644, 652. IV 2, 


Hippothontis 






645^,653. 




398-7 


Mviycrtcpos *A^/Ltovci;[s] 


II, 652, 653. IV 2, 653. 


Kekropis 


397-6 


Mopv;(09 BovraSi;9 


II, 652. IV 2, 653. 


Oineis 


396-5 






*Akamantis 


395-4 






*Leontis 


394-3 






*Pandionis 


393-2 






*Aigeis 


392-1 






*Erechtheis 


391-0 






*Antiochis 


39C^9 


— — p>7S 'A^iSvatos 


II, 660. 


Aiantis 


389-8 






*Hippothontis 


388-7 






*Kekropis 


387-6 






*Oineis 



For the period 403-2 to 390-89 B.C. at the very least, the 
tribes of the secretaries follow one another in the reverse of the 
official order, and it is probable that it was of twenty years dura- 
tion so as to complete two sets of tribe rotations. The date, at 
which the beginning of the twenty year period must be fixed, lies 
between 407-6 B.C. and 403-2 B.C. 406-5 B.C., the first of a 
Panathenaic Penteteris, is prima facie the most probable year ; 
for, as we are dealing with the secretary of the joint board of 
treasurers, twenty years, starting from 385-4 B,C., the first year* 

^ This inscription is now dated precisely. 
* See C.I. A. II, 667. 
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in which we know that the union of the boards no longer existed, 
take us at once beyond 403-2 B.C. Indeed, 406-5 B.C. is the 
year assigned by Hans lychner (tJber die athenischen Schatz- 
verzeichnisse des vierten Jahrhunderts. Bonn, 1880, p. 12 ff.) and 
by Paul Panske (De magistratibus Atticis qui saeculo a. Chr. 
n. quarto pecunias publicas curabant. Leipz. Stud. XIII, 1890, 
p. 4 flf.) for the consolidation of the boards. The evidence 
for this date is : that C.I. A. iv 2, 642b compels us to assume that 
the boards were already joined in 404-3 B.C. ; that Andocides, De 
Myst. 77 refers to a joint board in 405-4 B.C. ; that the treasur- 
ers of Athens for the year 407-6 B.C. do not, as usual, name their 
successors ; that, at the end of the year 407-6 B.C., of the gold 
and silver offerings cared for by the treasurers of Athena, all 
kept in the Pronaos, and many of those kept in the Par- 
thenon and Hekatompedon, were handed over to the Hel- 
lenotamiai to meet the expenses incurred in fitting out the 
fleet to fight at Arginousai ; that the Old Temple of Athena, in 
the Opisthodomos of which were stored the precious things cared 
for by the treasurers of the Other Gods, was burnt down in the 
early part of the year ; that what remained of the offerings after the 
fire, was put, with what was left of Athena's treasures, in the 
Hekatompedon ; that the treasurers both of Athena and of 
the Other Gods, at the end of their term of office in the early part 
of 406-5 B.C., were lying in prison on a charge, of negligence we 
may suppose, in connection with the burning of the temple. 
When the treasures were for the great part gone, and when those 
that remained were all stored in one room, it is not surprising 
that a single board of caretakers was thought sufficient. 

So, when the construction of the Long Walls, in 393 B.C., and 
the peace of Antalkidas, in 387-6 B.C., brought commercial pros- 
perity to Athens, and Thrasyboulos, in 390-89 B.C., won back 
tribute-paying dependencies for the city, the administration of the 
finances would demand a board of treasurers to replace the Hel- 
lenotamiai. Moreover, upon the rebuilding of the Old Temple 
of Athena, alluded to by Aristophanes in Plutus 1191 ff. (388 
B.C.), a board of treasurers would be required to care for the 
money, and gold and silver offerings again undoubtedly stored 
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there. It is not surprising that 387-6 B.C., being the last year of 
a Panathenaic Penteteris, and the last in the second set of tribe ro- 
tations, ended the period of the joint board of treasurers and of 
the reverse of the oflScial order of the secretaries' tribes. 

After 387-6 B.C. came a period, we know not of what length, 
in which, neither the reverse of the oflScial order, nor the official 
order itself, guided the tribes in their turns to the secretaryship 
of the treasurers of Athena. This is indicated by the tribe of the 
secretary for 376-5 B.C., Ev^tas IIcKreov Ki;ttm)s, of the tribe Leontis 
(C.I.A. II, 670,671). In the year 351-0 B.C., however, as the 
following list shows, we encounter a new system. 



Year 


Name and Deme of 


References 


Tribe of 


B.C. 


Secretary 


Secretary 


351-0 


^ AyajSvfijo^ 'ASci/xaKrov 
0vfuuTa(8iys) 


II, 698. 


Hippothontis 


350-9 






*Aiantis 


349-8 


IltcrTt&ys ©opatcvs 


II, 698. 


Antiochis 


348-7 






*Erechtheis 


347-6 






*Aigeis 


346-5 






*Pandionis 


345-4 






*Leontis 


344-3 






*Akamantis 


343-2 






*Oineis 


342-1 






*Kekropis 


341-0 


— - ifjLoixov 'EXcvcrtv(€os) 


II, 703- 


Hippothontis 


340-9 


— - KJpaTOV^ TpiKop-v- 
cr€(os) 


II, 703. 


Aiantis 



For the years 351-0 to 340-39 B.C. inclusive, the secretaries' 
tribes follow, not the reverse of the official order as before, but the 
official order itself. When this system was introduced, and how 
long it lasted, we cannot even conjecture. The treasury boards 
in the latter part of the fourth century B.C. lost much of their 
former importance, owing to the vestment of supreme financial 
authority in the persons of new officers. Consequently, the 
boards are rarely met with in inscriptions of this period, and after 
340-39 B.C. we are unable to give the deme of a single secretary. 

I have no comment to make on the ypafifmrev^ 'EAAi/vora/uoiv or 
the y/oa/Aftarcvs twv rafiLiov twv aA.X<Dv Oemv. The official order cannot 
be shown to have had anything to do with the distribution of either 
of these officers among the tribes. The tribe of the ypa/AfuiTcvs 
Oea-fwOenav can in no case be determined. 
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Thb Tribbs with thbir Rbspkctive Dkmbs. 

Erechtheis, 

Agryle, Anagyrous, Euonymon, Kedoi, Kephisia, lyamptrai, 
Pambotadai, Pergase, Phegous, Sybridai, Themakos. 

Aigeis, 

Ankyle, Araphen, Bate, Diomeia, Erchia, Erikeia, Gargettos, 
Halai Araphenides, Hestiaia, Ikaria, lonidai, Kollytos, Kolonos, 
Kydantidai, Myrrhinoutta, Otryne, Phegaia, Philaidai, Plotheia, 
Teithras. 

Pandionis^ 

Angele, Graes, Kaletea, Konthyle, Kydathenaion, Kytheros, 
Myrrhinous, Oa, Paiania, Phegaia, Prasiai, Probalinthos, Steiria. 

Leontis, 

Aithalidai, Cholleidai, Deiradiotai, Eupyridai, Halimous, He- 
kale, Hybadai, Kettos, Kolone, Kropidai, lyeukonoe, Oion Ker- 
ameikon, Paionidai, Pelekes, Phrearrhoi, Potamos, Skambonidai, 
Sounion. 

Akamaniis, 

Cholargos, Eiresidai, Eitea, Hagnous, Hermos, Iphistiadai, 
Kephale, Kerameikos, Kikynna, Kyrteidai, Poros, Prospalta, 
Rhakidai, Sphettos, Thorikos. 

Oineis, 

Acharnai, Boutadai, Epikephisioi, Hippotomadai, Kothokidai, 
Lakiadai, I^ousia, Oe, Perithoidai, Phyle, Ptelea, Thria, Tyr- 
meidai. 

Kekropis, 

Aixone, Athmonon, Daidalidai, Epieikidai, Halai Aixonikai, 
Melite, Phlya, Pitbos, Sypalettos, Trinemeia, Xypete. 
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Hippothontis. 

Acherdous, Amymone, Anakaia, Auridai, Azenia, Dekeleia, 
Elaious, Eleusis, Eroiadai, Hamaxanteia, Keiriadai, Koile, Ko- 
pros, Korydallos, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Peiraieus, Pol — , 
Sphendale, Thymaitadai. 

Aianiis. 

Aphidna, Kykala, Marathon, Oinoe, Perrhidai, Phaleron, 
(Psaphis), Rhamnous, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai, Trikorynthos. 

Antiochis. 

Aigilia, Alopeke, Amphitrope, Anaphlystos, Atene, Besa, Eitea, 
Ergadeis, Eroiadai, Kolone, Krioa, Lekkon, Leukopyra, (Melai- 
nai), Pallene, (Pentele), Phyrrhiiiesioi, Semachidai, Thorai. 

Antigonis. 

**Agryle, Aitfialidai, Deiradiotai ?, Eitea, Gargettos, Ikaria, 
Kydathenaion, ^I^amptrai, *Paiania. 

Demetrias* 

Atene, Hippotomadai, Koile, Kothokidai, Melite, Thorai, 
Xypete. 

Ptolemais, 

Aigilia, Akyaia, Aphidna, Berenikidai, Boutadai, Eunostidai, 
Hekale, Hyporeia, Ikaria, Klo — , Kolone, Konthyle, Kydanti- 
dai?, Melainai, Oinoe, Pentele, Perrhidai, Petaliai, Phlya, Pros- 
palta, *Semachidai, Themakos, Thyrgonidai, Titakidai. 

Attalis, 

Agryle, Ankyle?, ApoUonieis, Atene, Athmonon, Hagnous, 
Korydallos, Oinoe, Oion Dekeleikon, Probalinthos, Sounion, 
Tyrmeidai. 

^ The star signifies that the deme had two parts, one of which remained in 
the old tribe. That none but divided demes coidd belong to two tribes at the 
same time, has been shown by Mr. F. O. Bates in the dissertation cited 
at p. 43 above. 
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